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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
SATURDAY, JULY 30, 1955 

The House met at 10:30 o'clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the fallowing prayer: 
O Thou God of all holiness and right

eousness, Thou hast created and endowed 
us with moral sense and with capacities 
and powers to choose the right and to 
refuse the wrong. 

Thou art always commanding us to 
cultivate _these attributes and to keep 
them inviolate, but we penitently confess 
that we frequently fail and falter and are 
so very fickle in our faith and fortitude. 

Grant that we may be honest and true 
with our nobler and better self which is 
continually callirig and constraining us 
to seek first Thy kingdom of righteous-
ness. . 

Help us to strive more earnestly to es
tablish peace on earth and good will 
among all men. 

Hear us in Christ's name. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yes

terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by· Mr. 

Carrell, one of its clerks, announced that 
·the Senate had passed without amend
ment a concurrent resolution of the 
House · of the following title: 

H. Con. Res. 161. Concurrent resolution 
providing for the printing of the song, 
Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag, u a House 
document. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the f al
lowing title: 

H. R. 46. An act to authorize the convey
ance to the city of Anniston, Ala., of certain 
real property within Fort Mc9iellan, Ala. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed bills, joint resolutions, 
and concurrent resolutions of the follow
ing titles, in which the concurrence of 
the House is requested: · 

S. 1395. An act to amend the joint resolu
tion entitled "Joint resolution to establish 
a commtesion for the celebration of the 
200th anniversary of the birth of Alex
ander Hamilton," approved August 20, 1954; 

S. 1512. An act to amend section 107 of 
title 28 of the United States Code so as to 
eliminate separate divisions and reduce the 
number of places of holding regular terms 
of the United States District Court for the 
District of Nebraska; . 

s. 2312. An act for the relief · of certain 
Korean war orphans; 

s. 2446. An act to permit sale of Com
modity Credit Corporation stocks of cotton 
that are in excess supply for unrestricted use 
at current ma+ket pri'ces; 

S. 2511. An act to aineµ~ the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, a_s. amended; 

s. 2604. An act to increase the borrowing 
power of Commodity Credit Corporation: 

s. 2624 .. An act to amend an act . entitled 
"An act to provide for the sale of the Port 
Newark ·Army Base to · the city of Newark, 
N. J., and for other purposes," approved June. 
20, 1936, as amended; 

S. 2630. Ari act' to fac111t.ate the establlsh• 
ment of local sel:::'-government at the com
munities of Oak Ridge, Tenn., and Richland, 

Wash., and to provide for ·the disposal of 
federally owned properties of such communi
ties; 

S. J. Res. 91. Joint resolution to authorize 
the Secretary of Commerce to sell the steam
ship La Guardta; 

S. J. Res. 92. Joint resolution to authorize 
the Secretary of Commerce to sell the steam
ship Monterey; 

S. Con. Res. 49. Con<Jurrent resolution to 
print certain matters in connection with the 
acceptance by Congress of the statue of the 
late Chief Justice Edward Douglass White, of 
Louisiana; and 

S. Con. Res. 51. Concurrent resolution to 
print for the use of the Committee on Bank
ing and Currency additional copies of hear
ings entitled "Stock Market Study." 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concuaence -of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H. R. 6373. An act to amend the Domestic 
Minerals Program Extension Act of 1953 in 
order to extend the programs to encourage 
the discovery, development, and production 
of certain domestic minerals. 

The messag~ also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing bill, requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. MURRAY, Mr. SCOTT, and Mr. MALONE 
to be the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message .also anncunced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the bill <H. R. 100) entitled "An act to 
permit the mining development, and 
utilization of the mineral resources of 
all publ:c lands withdrawn or reserved 
for power development, and for other 
purposes," disagreed to by the House; 
agrees to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
.ANDERSON, Mr. O'MAHONEY, Mr. ScoTT, 
Mr. KUCHEL, and Mr. GOLDWATER to be 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate disagrees to the amendment of 
the House to the bill (S. 2126) entitled 
"An act to extend and clarify laws re
lating to the provision and improvement 
of housing, the elimination and preven
tion of slums, the conservation and de
velopment of urban communities, the 
financing of vitally needed public 
works, and for other purposes"; requests 
a conference with the House on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses there
on, and appoints Mr. SPARKMAN, Mr. Fm.
BRIGHT, Mr. DOUGLAS, Mr. LEHMAN, Mr. 
CAPEHART, Mr. BRICKER, and Mr. IVES to 
be the conferees on the · part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com
mittee of conference on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
<H. R. 5078) entitled ''An act for the 
relief of the est0tte of Victor1.Helf.enbein." 

The message also .announced that the 
Senate agrees to the reports of the com
mittees of conference on · the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of· the Habse to bills of 
~he Senate ot the :followfu.g titles: 
· S. 84, An act to_.,authorize the leasing · of 

·restricted I~dian lands for public, religious, 
educational, recreational, residential, bust-

ness, and other purposes requiring the grant _ 
of long-term leues: · · 

S.1093. An act to fix and regulate 'the 
salaries of teachers, school oftlcers, and other 
employees · of the Board of Ectucation of the 
District of· Oolu~bia, and for other purposes, 
and 

s. 2168. An act -to amend . the- Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 in order to increase 
the national minimum wage, and for c>ther 
purposes. 

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS, 
1956 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the conference report on the bill <H. R. 
7278) making supplemental appropria
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1956, and for other purposes, and ask 
unanimous consent that the statement of 
the managers on the part of the House 
be read in lieu of the report. · 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
The conference report and statement 

are · as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REP'i'. No. 1586) 
The committee of conference on the dis

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments <;>f the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7278) "making supplemental appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1956, and 
for . other purposes," having met, after full 
and free conference,- have agreed to recom
mend and do recommend to ,their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its · amend
ments numbered ·13, 46, 57, 65, 66, ·67, 68, 69, · 
70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 87, 96, 99, 101, 110, 111, 112,-
118, 119, 121, and 136. 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate num
bered l, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 15, 17, 18, 26, 
32, 36, 42, 44, 47, 51, 55, 60, 77, 90, 94, 97, 102, 
106, 108, 113, 114, 120, 124, 125, 126, 129, 132, 
133, 134, 135, 137, 139, 140, and 141 .and agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 12: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 12, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed by said 
amendment insert: 

"For an ·additional amount for 'Loan au
thorizations•, for loans under title II of the 
Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act, as amend-' 
ed, $15,000,000: Provided, That not to exceed 
the foregoing amount shall be borrowed ·1n 
one account from the Secretary of the Treas
ury in accordance with the provisions set 
forth under this head in the Department of 
Agriculture Appropriation Act, 1952." 

And the Senate agree to the same: 
Amendment numbered 14: That the House 

recede from its disagreement 'to the amend
ment of the Sena_te numbered 14, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu r-f the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$350,000"; 'and the Senate agree 
to the s·ame. · · · . 

Ameirdment-numbered"16!' That the House 
rece,cfe' f!"bm its qisagreeme11t ~o ~he amend
ment of the Senate numbered. i6, ~n~ agree 
to the same with. an amendment, as f6ilo'ws: 
In · ueu of the matter stricken _ out · artd . 'In~ 
sertid by said ' amendment insert:" ', __ 

- "Office of the-General Ccnmsei 
"For an additional amount for 'OfDce -of 

the ·General C_ounsel', $40,000.0 __ , · 

And_ the Senate agi:e~ .to the same. . . . . · 
Amendment numbered ·21: That the . House 

recede from its disagreement to the am£:nd-. 
ment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree 
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to the same with an amendment. as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment 
insert "$600,000"; and the Senate agree · to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House 
recede ·from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree~ 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amendment 
insert "$37,730,000"; and the Senate agree. 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree 
to the. same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter proposed by said 
amendment insert: 

"Ce1itral Intelligence Agency 
"Construction 

"For the preparation of detail plans and 
specifications of a Central Intelligence 
Agency headquarters installation and for 
other purposes as authorized by title IV of the 
Act of July 15, 1955 (Public Law 161), to re
main available until expended, $5,500,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numb~red 45: That the House 

recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 45, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment insert "$50,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$825,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 
· Amendment numbered 53: That the House 

recede f:rom its disagreement to the-amend
ment of the S.enate numbered 53, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the· sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$10,000,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House 
recede from · its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered ·54, and agree 
to the same with an -amendment, as follows: 
In. lieu of the sum named in -said amend
ment insert "$1,500,000"; and the Senate 
agree 'to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 63, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum named in said amend
ment insert "$122,500"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the .Senate numbered 79, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$1,200,000": and ·the Senate 
agree to the same. 

·Amendment numbered 81: That the .House 
re'Cede from its disagreement to the amend·
ment of the Senate i::.umbered 81, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment _insert "$750,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 
Am~mdment number~d 91: That the House 

recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 91, anci agree 
to the same with .an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert "$250,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 100: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 100, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert "$220,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
· Amendment numbered 103: That the 

House ·recede from its disagreement to the 

amend~ent _of the Senate numbered 1Q3,_ 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed_ 
by said amendment insert: 

"Mental Health Activities 
"For an additional amount for 'Mental 

health activities', $250,000. · 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 105: That the 

House recede from its disagreement to the· 
amendment of the Senate · numbered 105, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment insert "$600,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 107: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 107, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert "$256,327,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as 
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said 
amendment insert "$1,970,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 122: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 122, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by 
said amendment . insert "$336,630"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 138: That the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 138, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, 
as followsi .In lieu of the matter proposed by 
said amendment insert. "&mate Document 
Numbered 75 and"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

The committee of conference report in dis
agreement amendments numbered 2, 3, 19, 
20, 22, 23, 25, 27, 28, 29, 31, 33; 34, 35, 37, 
38, 39, 40, 41, 43, 48, 49, 50, 56, 58, 59, 61; 
62, 64, 75, 76, 78, 80, 82, 83, 84, 85, 8e, 88, 89, 
92, 93, 95, 98, 104, 109, 116, 117, 123, 127, 
128, 130, 131, 142, and 143. 

CLARENCE CANNON, 
JOHN TABER; 

As to chapter I: 
JAMIE L. WHITTEN, 
FRED MARSHALL, ·. 
H. CARL ANDERSEN, 

As to chapter II: 
PRINCE H. PRESTON, ,:ir., 
ALBERT THOMAS, 
FRANK T. :Bow, 

As to chapter IIt: 
GEORGE MAHON, 
HARRY R. SHEPPARD, 
ROBERT L. F. SIKES, 
R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 
ERRETT P. SCRIVNER, 
GERALD R. FORD, Jr., 

As to chapter IV: 
OrTo E. PASSMAN, 
J. VAUGHAN GARY, 

R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 
As to chapter V: 

GEORGE ANDREWS, 
GEORGE MAHc;>N, 

. 1voR D. FENTON, 
As to chapter VI: 

ALBERT, THoM.~s. 
SIDNEY R. YATES, 
JOHN PHILLIPS, 

As to chapter VII: 
MICHAEL J. KIRWAN, 
W. F. NORRELL, 
BEN F. JENSEN, 

As to chapter VIII: 
JOHN E. FOGARTY, 
A. M. FERNANDEZ, 
T. MILLET HAND, 

As to chapter IX: 
LOUIS c. :RABAUT, 
MICHAEL J. KmwAN. 

As tq chapter-X: _ _ , 
JOHN J. :ROONEY, 
PRINCE Ji. PRESTON, Jr., 
F. R. CouriERT, Jr., · 

As to chapter XI: 
J. VAUGHAN GARY, 
OTTO E. PASSMAN, 
GORDON CANFIELD, 

As to chapters XII, XIII, XIV, and XV: 
LoUis C. RABAUT, 
W. F. NORRELL, 
WALT HORAN, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
CARL HAYDEN, 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 
DENNIS CHAVEZ, 
ALLEN J. ELLENDER, 
LISTER HILL (except as 

to amendment num
ber 104), 

JOHN STENNIS, 
STYLES BRIDGES, 
LEVERETT SALTONSTALL, 
WM. F. KNOWLAND, 
MILTON R. YOUNG, 
EDWARD J. THYE, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 
-The managers on the part of the House 

at the conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendm~nts of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7278) making 
supplemental appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1956, and for other 
purposes, sub~it the following s~atement in 
explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon and recommended in the accompany
ing conference report a.s to each of such 
amendments, namely: 

CHAPTER I 

Department of Agriculture 
Amendment No. 1: Inserts heading. · 
_Amendment Nos. 2 and 3: Reported in 

disagreement. 
Amendment Nos. 4 through 8: Strike out 

House language as proposed by the Senate. 
Amendment ?if o. 9: Appropriates $33,000 

for the Commodi.ty Exchange Authority as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment Nos. 10 and 11: Insert head-
ings. · · 

Amendment No. 12: Authorizes $15,000,-
000 for loans under title II of the Bankhead
Jones Farm Tenant Act as proposed by the 
Senate, with perfecting amendment. 

Amendment No. 13: Eliminates $25,000,-
000 proposed by the Senate for !arm housing 
loans. 

Amendment No. 14: Appropriates $350,000 
for salaries and expenses, Farmers Home 
Administration instead of $1,300,000 as pro
posed by the Senate. 

Amendment Nd. 15: . · Strikes out House 
l~nguage as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 16: A;ppropriates $40,000 
for the Oftlce of the General Counsel instead 
of $65,000 as proposed by the Senate, and 
eliminates ·House · langl1age ·appropriating 
$36,000 to- this oftlce for the rural develop
ment program. 

Amendme.nt Nos. 17 and 18: Strike out 
House language as prqi>osed by the Senate. 

Amendment Nos. 19 . and 20: Reported in 
disagreement. · - • 

CHAPTER II , 

pepartment of Commerce 
Amendment No. 21: Appropriates $600,000 

tor operation and regulation, Civil Aeronau
tics Administration instead of $1,200,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment Nos. 22 and 23: Reported in 
disagreement. · 

Amendment No. 24: Appropriates $37,
'730,000 for the Inter-American Highway in.;. 
stead of •49,730,000 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 25: Reported in disagree
ment. The motion which will be offered by 
the managers will recommend an additional 
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$500',000 to be used entirely tor hurricane 
and tornado research. 

.Amendment No. 26: Inserts heading. 
Amendment Nos. 27 through 29: Reported 

in disagreement. 
CHAPTER m 

Central Intell!gence Agency 
Amendment No. 30: Appropriates $5,500,· 

000 for the Central Intelligence Agency head~ 
quarters installation instead ~f $7,000,000 as 
proposed by the Senate. . The managers, by 
the action taken, are not · designating any 
particular site nor do they preclude the selec
tion of any particular site; Of the amount 
appropriated not to exceed $350,000 may be 
used for the purchase of a site in the event 
the Langley, Virginia, site is not selected; 
and in the event the Langley, Virginia, site 
(which is now Governtnent owned) is selected 
not to exceed $2,500,000 of the amount ap
propriated may be used in connection with 
the taking of steps with regard to roads and 
other facilitie·s. 

Department of the Army-Military 
Construct1<m . 

Amendment No. 31: Reported in disagree
ment for technical reasons. The motion 
which will be offered by the man~gers will 
recommend the sulli of $485,077,0do ' which 
represents modification of the amount in the 
Senate bill by deletion of the item of $1,-
350,000 for famlly housing at the Black Hills 
Ordnance Depot, South Dakota. The in
crease of $200,000 proposed by the Senate for 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas., and the' increase 
of $1,265,00'> proposed by the Senate for Fort 
Huachuca, Arizona, are included in the total 
appropriation agreed upon. 

Department of the Navy-Military 
Construction 

Amendment No. 32: lnserts heading. 
Amendment No. :fa: Reported in, dis~gree

ment for technical reasons. The motion 
which wlll be offered by the managers will 
recommend the sum of $442,628,300, which 
represents· modification of tlle amount in the 
Senate blll in the followi~g respects: (1) 
Omission of the $2,000,000 fpr plans for a 
new dryaock .at the Puget Sound shipy~rd; 
(2) Restoration of the $350,000 :for.plans for 
p. new Armed Services Medical Library; and 
(3) Restoration of $1,000,000 (allowing a 
total of $3,000

1
000) fo.r family housing at 

the Marine Corps base, Quantico, Virginia. 
In connection with acceptance of the Senate 
addition of $3,SOO,OOO for a new manufac
turing building at the Naval Ordnance Plant, 
Macon, Georgia, the managers on the part of 
the Senate and the House are in agreement 
that this construction project shall not be 
undertaken unless and until the Secretary 
of Defense certifies in writing to the Gom
m.ittees on Appropriations of the House and 
the Senate that such project · is essential to 
the national defense and in the best interests 
of the Government. 

Amendment No. 34: Reported in disagree-
ment. ' 

Department of the Air Force-Military 
constrilction · 

Amendment No. 35: Reported in technical 
disagreement. The motion which will be 
offered by the managers will recommend an 
appropriation of $994~291,000, of which $255,-
000,000 shall be derived by transfer from 
the appropriation "Procurement and produc
tion, Army". This represents modifications 
of the amount in the Senate bill in the fol
lowing respects: (1) omits $5,822,000 for 
Grand F9rks Air Force Base; (2) omits $1,-
881,000 for Traverse City Area Air Force Base: 
(3) omits $155,000 additional proposed by the 
Senate for a second swim.ming pool at Lake 
Charles Air Force Base; ( 4) omits $2,6Cf7 ,000 
additfonal proposed by the Senate for a h0s· 
pital at •Lincoln· Air Force Base, and deletes 
language relating· to this · base; ( 5) omits 
•21a,ooo additional proposed by the Senate 

for ·a second swimming pool at Travl.8 Atr 
Force Base; (6) oinlts $129,000 additional 
proposed by the Senate for a second swim
ming pool at England Air Force Base; (7) 
provides .· •20,000,000 for the Air Academy 
instead· of $79,527,0PO as recommended by 
the Senate; (8) reduces the amount for clas
sified overseas bases by $16,556,000, and (9) 
deletes $70,000 to corr~t an error in previous 
estimates .. 

The man_agers are agreed that the Air 
Force should proceed with land acquisition 
and construction of the Grand Forks Air 
Force Base with presently available funds 
in the amount of $6,280,000. In the event 
additional funds (within limit of the total 
authorized for this base) are required for 
obligation during fiscal year 1956 they may 
be obtained from other available funds 
through the regular reprogramlng proce
dures. 

' In providing $20,000,000 for the Air Acad
emy the managers are of the opinion that 
essential preliminary construction can pro
ceed penping further finalization of the de
sign and plans. Request for additional 
funds based upon more complete design 
work can be presented to the Congress in 
the next session. · 

Funds were left in the , bill for a second 
swimming pool at liunter Air Force Base, 
because the existing pool at this base was 
constructed from nonappropriated funds. 

Amendment No. 36: Inserts center heading. 
Amendments Nos·. 37 through 41: ·Reported 

in technical disagreement. The manag~rs 
on the part of the .House will move to recede 
and concur. · 

CHAPTER IV 

Department of Defense-C.ivil functions 
Amendment No. 42: Inserts heading. 
Amendment No. 43: Reported in disagree-

ment. 
CHAPTER V 

General Government matters 
Amendment No. 44: Inserts chapter num

ber. 
Amendment No. 45: Appropriates $50,000 

for Office of Defense Mobilization instead of 
$100,000 aa. proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 46: Deletes Senate pro
posal to appropriate $25,000 for District of 
Columbia Auditorium Commission. 

Amendment No. 47: Inserts heading. 
Amendment No. 48: Reported in disagree-

ment. · 
Amendment No. 49: Reported in disagree

ment. 
Amendment No. 50: Reported in disagree

ment. 
CHAPTER VI 

Independent offices 
Amendment No. 51: Changes chapter 

number. 
Amendment No. 52: Appropriates $825,000 

for the Federal Civil Defense Administration 
for "Operations" instead of $650,000 as pro
posed by the Hous~ and $1,000,000 as pro
posed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 53: Appropriates $10,-
000,000 for "Surveys, Plans, and Research" 
of the Federal Civil Defense Administration 
instead of $8,000,000 as proposed by the House 
and $12,000,000 as proposed by' the Senate. 

Amendment No. 54: Appropriates $1,-
500,000 for "Salaries and expenses, Civil De
fense Functions of Federal Agencies" instead 
of $3,050,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 55: Inserts heading. 
Amendment No. 56: Reported in disagree

ment. 
Amendment No. 57: Deletes item of 

$300,000 for "Acquisition of Land, .District of 
Columbia" proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 58: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Amendment No. 59: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Amendment No. 60:. Inserts heading. 

Amendment No. 61 : Reported in disagree-
ment. · 

Amendment No. 62: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Amendment No. 63: Appropriates $122,500 
for "Operating Expenses, National Archives 
and Records Service" instead of $145,000 -as 
proposed by the Senate. 

· Amendment No. 64: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Amendment Nos. 65 through 74: Strike 
out amendments proposed by the Senate. 
The manager$ on the part of the House and 
Senate do not believe · the additional appro
priations and increased authorizations ln
clu~ed in said amendments for .the Housing 
and Home Finance Agency and its constituent 
agencies are necessary at this time. How
ever, sho\lld housing amendments for cer
tain. new and expanded programs be enacted 
in the present session of" the Congress, or 
should the need for· additional funds be
come acute because of unanticipated in
creases in programs, the Director of the Bu
rea:u of the .Budget may accelerate apportion
ments of funds presently available by mini
mum amounts pending the submission of 
supplemental estimates to the next session 
of the Congress. 

Amendment Nos. 75 and 76: Reported in 
disagreement. . 

CHAPTEB VII 

Department of the Interior 
Amendment No. 77: Changes chapter 

number. 
Amendment No. 78: Reported in disagree

ment. 
Amendment No. 79: Appropriates $1,200,000 

for Bureau of Mines, Conservation and De
velopment of Mineral Resources, instead of 
$625,000 as proposed by the House and 
$1,450,000 as proposed by the Senate. Of 
the amount provided $1,000,000 ls for con
tinuation of research in mining methods at 
the Ritle~ Colorad0, oil shale plant and for 
putting the retorting, .refining, and ·an other 
research facilities into standby condition. 

· Amendment No. 80: Reported in disagree-
men~ · · 

Amendment No. 81: Appropriates $750,000 
for Fish . and Wildlife Service, Construction; 
Instead of $325,000 as proposed .by the House 
and $786,000 as proposed by the Senate. Of 
this amount provided $6,000 is for the con
struction of an auxmary spillway on the 
James River at the Dakota Lake National 
Wildlife Refuge in North Dakota. 

Amendment No~ 82: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Department of Agriculture 
Amendment No. 83: Reported in disagree-

m~nt. ' 
Alexander Hamilton Bicentennial 

Commission 
Amendment No. 84: Reported in disagree

ment. 
Boston Natiori.a:l Hi~t,oric Sites Cdmmission 
' Amendment No. 85: Reported in disagree-

ment. · -

John Marshall Bicentennia(Celebration 
Commission 

Amendment No. 86: . Reported in disagree
ment. 

National Capital Planning Commission 
Amendm,ent No. 87~ Strikes lapguage in .. 

serted by the Senate. · 
Smithsonian Institution 

Amendment No. 88:· Repof!;ed in disagree-
ment. , . . ,. , • 

Soo Loc~s Centennial .Celebration 
Commission 

Amendment No .. 89: Reported in disagree
ment. 

CHAPTER vm 
Department of Labor · 

Amendment No. 90: Changes chapter 
number. · 
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Amendment No. 91: Appropriates $250,000 

for "Salaries and expenses, Office of the So
llci tor" instead of $110,000 as proposed by 
the House and · $303 ,800 as proposed by the 
Senate. 

Amendment No. 92: Reported in disagree-
ment. . 

Amendment No. 93: Reported in dis-agree
ment. 

Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare 

Amendment No. 94: Inserts heading. 
Amendment No. 95: Reported in disagree

ment. 
Amendment No. 96: Strikes appropriation 

of $8,700 for "Salaries and expenses, Gal
lauciet College" proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 97: Inserts heading. 
Amendment No. 98: Reported in disagree

ment. 
Amendment No. 99: Strikes appropriation 

of $220,000 for "salaries and expenses, How
ard University" proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 100: Appropriates $220,000 
for "Salaries and · expenses, White House 
Conference on Education" instead of $50,000 
as proposed by the House and $23_8,000 as 
proposed by the Senate, however, the man
agers on the part Qf the House reiterate the 
thought set forth in House Report No. 1116, 
that the legislation which authorized the 
White House Conference on Eklucation does 
not authorize the use of Federal funds for 
the travel expenses .of delegates to the Con
ference, and will expect that the Department 
secure an opinion on this matter from the 
Comptroller General before obligating any 
funds for such purpose. If his opinion is 
that the use of funds for such purpose is not 
so authorized, it will be expected that the 
Director or the Bureau of the Budget w111 
impound $170,000 of the appropriation for 
this item. 

Amendment No. 101: Strikes appropria
tions for 19 Public Health Service items 
totaling $1,375,000 proposed by the Sena._te. 

Amendment No. 102: Appropriates $1,190,-
000 for "Sanitary engineering activities" as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 103: Appropriates $250,000 
for "Mental health activities" for the purpose 
of carrying out the purposes of Public Law 
182, approved July 28, 1955, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Amendment No. 104: Reported in disagree
ment for technical reasons. A motion will 
be made to recede from disagreement to the 
Senate amendment that proposed an appro
priation of $60,000,000 for "Grants to States 
for poliomyelitis vaccination" and concur 
therein with an amendment to substitute 
the sum of $30,000,000. The managers are 
agreed that, if · legislation is enacted which 

, will require more than $30,000,000 in fiscal 
year 1956, the Director of the Bureau of the 
Budget should apportion these funds on a 
deficiency basis. 

Amendment No. 105: Appropriates $600,000 
for "Construction of housing facilities for 
animals" instead of $400,000 as proposed by 
the HQUse and $685,280 as proposed by the 
Senate. The language of this paragraph is 
sufficiently broad to permit the Public Health 
Service to handle the construction direct or 
to arrange for contracts through the General 
Services Administration. The managers will 
expect the method to be employed which will 
assure the earliest completion of the build
ing. 

CHAPTER IX 

Public works 
Atomic Energy Commission 

Amendment· No. 106: Changes chapter 
number. 

Amendment No. 107: Appropriates $256,-
327,000 for Plant and Equipment instead of 
$163,577,000 as proposed by the House and 
$270,800,000 as proposed by the Senate. 
None of the a.mount appropriated is to be 

used for construction of the new Reactor 
Training School, Argonne National Labora
tory, as proposed in the Budget. 

Amendment No. 108: Deletes House lan
guage. 

Amendment No. 109: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Department of the Interior 
Amendments Nos. 110 through 112: Strike 

headings and language inserted by the Sen
ate. 

The use of $240,000 of available funds for 
completion of the Yellowtail-Lovell trans
mission line is approved. 
Department of Defense-Civil Functions, 

Department of the Army 
Amendment No. 113: Appropriates $5,-

551,014 for Rivers and Harbors and Flood 
Control Construction, General, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

CHAPTER X 

Department of State 
Amendment No. 114: Changes chapter 

number. 
Amendment No. 115: Appropriates $1,970,-

000 for "Salaries and expenses" instead of 
$1,820,000 as proposed by the House and 
$2,120,000 as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 116: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Amendment No.117: Reported in disagree
ment. 

Amendment No. 118: Deletes language 
proposed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 119: Deletes language pro
posed by the Senate. 

Amendment No. 120: Appropriates $75,000 
for "Salaries and expenses, International 
Boundary and Water Commission, United 
States and Mexico," as proposed by the Sen- . 
ate. 

Department of Justice 
Amendment No. 121: Deletes proposal of 

Senate to appropriate $500,000 for "Build
ings and Facil1ties." 

United States Information Agency 
Amendment No. 122: Appropriates $336,630 

for "Salaries and expenses" instead of 
$243,260 as proposed by the House and $430,-
000 as proposed by the Senate. · 

Funds appropriated to the President 
Amendment No. 123: Reported in disagree

ment. 
CHAPTER XI 

Treasury~Post Office 
Amendment No. 124: Changes chapter 

number. 
Amendment No. 125: Appropriates $7,000,-

000 for Operating Expenses, Coast Guard, as 
proposed by the Senate instead of $5,000,000 
as proposed by the House. 

Amendment No. 126: Inserts heading. 
A~endment No. 127: Reported in dis-

agreement. · 
Amendment No. 128: Reported in disagree

ment. 
CHAPTER XII 

District of Columbia 
Amendment No. 129: Changes chapter 

number. 
·Amendment No. 130: Reported in dis

agreement. 
Amendment No. 131: Reported in . dis

agreement. 
CHAPTER XIII 

Legislative branch, 

Amendment No. 132: Inserts chapter 
number. 

Amendments Nos. 133 and 134: Insert 
headings. 

Amendment No. 135: Appropriates $185,835 
for Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as · 
proposed by the Senate. ' 

Amendment No. 136: Strikes out language 
proposed by the Senate amending Section 
1311, Public Law 663, Eighty-third Congress. 

CHAPTER XIV 

Claims for damages, audited claims, ana 
judgments 

Amendment No. 137: Changes chapter 
number. · 

Amendments Nos. 138 and 139: Appropri
ate $8,117,523 as proposed by the Senate in
stead of .$5,343,868 as :;,Jroposed by the 
House; and insert reference to Senate Docu
ment. 

CHAPTER XV 

General provisions 
Amendment No. 140: Inserts chapter 

number. 
Amendment No. 141: Inserts heading. 
Amendment No. 142: Reported in dis

a.greement. 
Amendment No. 143: Reported in dis

agreement. 
CLARENCE CANNON, 
JOHN TABER, 

As to chapter I: 
JAMIE L. WHITrEN, 
FRED MARSHALL, 
H. CARL ANDERSEN, 

As to chapter II: 
PRINCE H. PRESTON, Jr., 
ALBERT THOMAS, 
FRANK T. Bow, 

As to chapter III: 
GEORGE MAHON, 
HARRY · R. SHEPPARD, 
ROBERT L. F. SIKES, 
R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 
ERRETT p. ScRIVNER~ 
GERALD R. FoRD, Jr., 

As to chapter IV: 
OTTO E. PASSMAN, 
J. VAUGHAN GARY, 
R. B. WIGGLESWORTH, 

As to chapter V: 
GEORGE ANDREWS, 
GEORGE MAHON, 
IVOR D. FENTON, 

As to chapter VI: 
ALBERT THOMAS, 
SIDNEY R. YATEs, 
JOHN PHILLIPS, 

As to chapter VII: 
MICHAEL J. KmWAN, 
W. F. NORRELL, 
BEN F. JENSEN, 

As to chapter VIII: · 
JOHN E. FOGARTY, 
A. M. FERNANDEZ, 
T. MILLET HAND, 

As to chapter IX: 
LOUIS C. RABAUT, 
MICHAEL J. KIRWAN, 

As to chapter X: 
JOHN J. ROONEY, 
PRINCE H. PRESTON, Jr., 
F. R. COUDERT, Jr., 

As to chapter XI: 
J. VAUGHAN GARY, 
OTTO E. PASSMAN, 
GORDON CANFIELD, 

As to chapters XII, XIII, XIV, and XV: 
LOUIS C. RABAUT, 
W. F.' NORRELL, 
WALT HORAN, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak out of order, 
to revise and extend my remarks, and 
include certain quotations. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. . 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, it is al

ways a matter of regret when it becomes 
necessary to answer unwarranted state
ments made by a colleague and especially 
those of a personal nature. 

The gentleman from Iowa CMr. JEN
SEN], during hearings relating to pur
chase and sale of electric power by REA 
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cooperatives, asked to be heard. Tenta
tive dates were set for his convenience 
but he did not appear. Finally he sent 
in a written stateme'nt which precluded 
personal interrogation. or reply. As the 
statement criticized me by name I sub-: 
mitted an answer showing the fallacy 
of Mr. JENSEN'S criticism. The commit .. 
tee printed both Mr. JENSEN'S statement 
and my reply in the published hearings. 

Later, the private utilities, known in 
Missouri as the Power Trust, wl1ich had 
twice brought suit in the Federal courts 
against the farm REA cooperatives and 
against which the courts had both times 
handed down decisions in favor of the 
farmers,· had Mr. JENSEN'S statement 
printed as a private pamphlet and widely 
distributed through the mails and other
wise at their expense. 

On June 15, 1955, during debate in the 
House, Mr. JENSEN held· one of these 
trust-printed pamphlets aloft and 
shouted: 

I wouid like to have someone stand in his 
place and deny a single thing in that state
ment. 

I immediately rose and asked: 
Will the gentleman also include the reply 

made to it? All that I ask is that the gentle
man put in immediately following his state-
ment the .reply to that statement. . 

Mr. JENSEN refused to put in the reply 
and gave me no opportunity to answer. 
And when I got the floor and asked to 
have the reply included in the RECORD, 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan, standing be
side him, objected, and it was impossible 
for me to answer the charges against me 
in the pamphlet. 

Not only was I denied an opportunity 
to reply but when the transcript of the 
colloquy was delivered to Mr. JENSEN 
that afternoon he did not submit it to 
me and the Government Printing Office 
messenger did not submit it to me. Al
though I })ave served here on the floor 
for many years that is the only time I 
was not allowed an opportunity to check 
my remarks in any colloquy made ·on 
the floor in debate. · 

I was personally attacked and not al
lowed to reply and was denied an oppor
tunity even to read the transcript be
fore it went to the printer. 

The Committee on Appropriations 
had several bills coming bef.ore the 
House and I dismissed the matter from 
mind. -Everybody knew BEN JENSEN. · 

But for the third time, on July 26, 
1955, he appeared befor·e a subcom
mittee of the Committee on Govern
ment· Operations, and without notice to 
me, and in my absence, again put 
the trust-printed and -trust-distributed 
statement, criticizing me, in the record 
of the hearings. 

There is a point, Mr. Speaker, at which 
tolerance ceases to be a virtue, and I am 
today taking the time to lay before the 
House and the country tlie statement 
which the enemies of REA'who brought 
suit to wreck the farmer REA coopera
tives paid to have :Print.ed and paid to 
have distributed. Both the Power Trust 
and Mr. JENSEN approved its distribu
tion through the mails but Mr. JENSEN 
has refused my request to have it printed 
in the RECORD. . --

Here it is: 
STATEMENT OF C .ONGRESS!,UN BEN F. JE~SE?! 

I have spent. considerable .time going over 
part 2 of the printed heaµ-ings on the centra~ 
section of the public works appropriations tor 
fiscal 1956. The first half of this record, pages 
1 to 56, which was made the evening of May 
5, 1955, is filled with misleading and ques
tionable statements and testimony. I cannot 
stand idly by and permit real faCts and issues 
to be hidden, and I want to register an em
phatic protest against the members of the 
House and Senate committees being called 
gullible. It was entirely uncalled for and ill 
becoming of Mr. CANNON, the chairman of 
the full Appropriations Committee . of the 
House, to make such erroneous and insulting 
remarks about any Member of Congress, let 
alone members of his own committee. All the 
misleading statements and testimony point 
to an attemped buildup to justify an appro
priation to activate a series of contracts that 
were designed to further the empir~ building 
of power-hungry bureaucrats; contracts that 
should never have seen the light of day. 
· Let's look at the record, to see how these 
contracts were developed and just what they 
were supposed to do. First of all, we have tQ 
go back to 1946 when Douglas Wright, South
western Power Administrator, presented to 
Congress his grandiose scheme to create . a 
gigantic Federal power empire with nearly 
15,000 miles of transmission lines, and 770,000 
kilowatts in steam plants, at an estimated 
cost, as of November 1945, of $200 m1111on. 
At today's costs this would be nearer $300 
mlllion. Think o! it, 15,000 miles of trans
mission lines, enough to go more than three
fifths around the world and enoU:gn steam 
plants tp generate nearly 4 times the poten
tial energy of aff the multipurpose projects 
whose output SPA is now marketing? Wright 
even went so far as to tell the committee 
that he should have· the whole program or 
none. Congress refused to go along with this 
fantastic proposal. The House committee at 
that time said in its report, "The committee 
does not favor the initiation of a pow~r
development program in this area the cost of 
which would approximate such an enormous 
sum." 

There can be no doubt that SPA under 
Douglas Wright has had through the years 
a burning and insatiable obsession to obtain, 
without regard to method, the consumma
tion of this "comprehensive plan of power 
distribution" whereby he would build a 
gigantic power empire. · 

This is evident when, after the turndown 
by the Congress of the plan for widespread 
transmission-line construction and steam
plant installations, the scheme was devel
oped by having the G. and T.'s act as cat's
paws to obtain by the back door what Con
gress had denied throug.h .the front door. 
These fantastic "lease-option" takeover con
tracts were dreamed up by SPA and Interior. 
It is apparent that the REA cooperatives 
were sold a bill of goods in some instances 
and in others were coerced into signing the 
contracts. Had the REA's taken the time 
to fully analyze the fine print in: the con
tracts or to read between the lines they would 
have realized that they were being used as 
cat's paws and would get burned in the 
process. · . 

As has been testified to by REA coopera
tives omcials the REA Act provides that REA 
funds could not be used to construct lines 
to serve towns of over 1,500 population, nor 
to serve any person that ls receiving central
station service. Now would it be morally and 
~egally proper for SPA to take over these linefi? 
constructed by REA funds, which. under the 
law cannot be used by the REA cooperatives 
to serve towns of over 1,500 population or 
persons now receiving central-station service', 
and for SP A then to serve such restricted 
loads? I do not think the REA cooperatives 
are today hankering to be a party to ·that 

kind of a deal and never were. It was a rep
rehensible action by SPA to try to get by 
subterfuge that which is contrary to law, and 
which bas resulted- in a great detriment to 
the cooperatives and the farmers. . · 

There can'. be no question but that SPA put 
this "takeover option" in the generating. 
and transmission co-ops' contracts for the 
purpose of making possible the acquisition by. 
SPA of that proposed great network of major 
transmission lines to be constructed by the 
G. and . T. cooperatives. This . was but an
<_:>ther step toward the goal of building an 
electric empire. 

The SPA surely knew that the proposed 
rates would not provide for full repyament 
of that portion of the investment cost of 
the niµltipurpose projects, properly allocable 
to power, and for operation, maintenance, 
administration, and other ·costs of the over-. 
all power · and transmission system. · The
la w, quite properly, provides for the n'eces-, 
sary rev~sion of rates to assure payment 
of these costs, so SPA, after the G. and T. 
lines were built, would be free to raise the 
rates to whatever was necessary. All protes
tations of Mr. Wright to the contrary not
withstanding, it now appears quite likely 
that power rates for SPA power will have to 
be raised a substantial amount, rates which 
may well be as high as 8 mills per kilowatt
hour of power delivered to the G. and T. 
cooperatives. The ultimate cost to the G. 
(,l.nd T.'s member cooperatives wm be de
pendent on the additional G. and T. cost 
of delivering the power to such member co
operatives~ Rates of 10 to 13 mills per kilo
watt-hour may occur. (Later I will discuss 
the project costs, cost allocation, and lac~ 
of p:r::oper basis for the origina~ SPA rate and 
propqsed method of power disposal.) . 
. Managers of several of these G . and T. 
cooperatives sat in my office some time after 
the committee in fiscal year 1954 had re
fused to approve funds for implementing 
these "lease-option" contre,cts, and let me 
say h,ere and now, they .were far from un
happy. They said they knew they would 
now be in a hole, so to speak, for a while 
but at least they would be able to keep 
control of the facilities which they had bor
rowed REA funds to construct. Tliey had 
not wanted to sign away their property. It 
was also admitted that there was a question 
as to whether they had the legal authority 
to enter into contracts signing away the 
G. and T. property without formal and legal 
approval of the member cooperatives. 

Now "let's . read between the lines of the 
"lease-option" contract and see just what 
can and would happen to the REA cooper
atives in regard to costs. As is now evident, 
the 5.6 mill rate which SPA had promised 
could be given to the member cooperatives 
ls as fleeting as the morning mist when the 
sunlight of truth shines upon ~t. Of course, 
SP A had very generously wrl tten in to the 
contracts that the cooperatives could make 
other arrangements for a power supply if 
they· did not want to pay any increase in 
rates resulting from a periodic review. That 
was so nice of SPA. But remember the 
G. and T .'s had been nailed to the mast 
by the insidious part of the contracts which 
provided that SPA could take over and own 
the cooperatives' transmission lines at any 
time by paying off the _ l;>alance of the REA 
debt or by paying $10 to the REA's at the 
end o! 40 years when such debt had been 
paid up. It ca~ readily pe seen that 'the 
REA cooperatives would be at the mercy of 
the SP A-it would ·be a question of take 

· it or leave it. While all the questionable 
.aspects of the contract were contributory, 
this '"option" proviso was o"ne very good 
reason for the languji!.ge,put in Uie commit
tee report in fiscal year 1954, denying use 
of funds to implement the lease-option take
oveJ: . con tracts. 

The then REA Administrator certainly had 
read the REA act and knew the limitation on 
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the use of REA loan funds with r~pect t() 
not being available to construct 'transmis~ 
sion fac111ties to serve tOWJ'.!S of_ over , 1.509 
population or to serve persons receiving cen".' 
·tral-station service. Surely he was- aware 
that SPA intended to use the REA lines they 
proposed to lease for these prohibited uses. 

It seems to me that he and his Deputy 
Administrator, who signed some of these con
tracts were very derelict in their duty and 
have been guilty of approving questionable 
loans for the REA cooperatives to construct 
·fac111ties way beyond their needs and pres.: 
ent ability to use or to pay without great 
difilculty. 

The REA Administrator and his deputy 
could hardly have failed to realize that the 
G. and T.'s would be saddled with an ex
cessive burden if Congress refused to pro
vide the funds required by SPA to pay the 
lease and operating and amortization ex
pense on the G. and T. lines. 

Now one would think, having gotten the 
coopera.tives aµd the farmers into ·this un
tenable position, that the parties prima
rily responsible would use some· effort to 
get them out, but no, we find several of 
these key figures in the forefront in trying 
to reinstate the old contracts and to counsel 
against any other proposal to get the G. and 
T.'s out of the predicament. Surely the 
G. and T. representative now knows full 
well that Mr. Wright has not been trying to 
find an alternate solution, apparently hoping 
his original scheme can be reinstated. 
Former Federal employees are now working 
on these matters, evading the moral if not 
the legal restrictions on handling matters 
they previously handled or obtained knowl
edge of while in Federal employment. Of 

'course, that is something for their own 
conscience and possibly the courts to decide. 

, Let me make it clear here and now that I 
am a friend of the REA as ts . every· Member 
of Congress and I know full well the needs of 
the farmers for adequate electric service at 
reasonable .rates, because I was brought up 

·On a f~. But let us look at this canned 
dialogue between Mr. Wright and Mr. can

!nOn reiterated over and over in the May 5 
.hearing referred to above. Were or are the 
distribution cooperatives in the SPA area 
·so bad off in comparison to many other areas 
of the United States as Mr. Wright ~nd Mr. 

. Cannon would have us believe? · 
Let's take Missouri, for instance, .and t.he 

:four REA cooperatives purchasing power 
from the Union Electric co . . Incidentally, 
the Union Electric Co., far from having a 
monopoly on . the service of eJectric power 
·throughout the State of Missouri, as Mr. 
Cannon so emphatically proclaimed or in-
ferred, only serves 4 percent of the area qf 
. the ·State and its 2 subsidiary companies an 
.additional 20 percent or a total of 24 percent 
of the area of the State. I would ·hardly call 
'this a stateWlde monopoly when 10 other 
pr~vate uti1:itl~ ~perate :ill the .}>~lance of the 
'stat¢. . , .. " 
1 The· REA p,ubllshed record for fiscal year 
~1953 shows that 'unien Electric .co. in that 
:ye~r . ~old '165 miijiQn kilowatt-~ours to ~ 
REA's in Missouri; 13,500,000 kilowatt-hours 

·at 9.4 mills, 67 million kilowatt-ll.ours at 8.7 
mms. '73,400,000 kilowatt-hours a~ 8.2 mill!!, 
and ll,100,000 kilowatt-hours at 9.7 mills. 

! A;n an,8.lysis of the .loads serve_d by ~hese 
;four cooperattYes and the relative .price per 
)dlowatt-hour. paid ~n 1953, by th! far~ an~ 
.nonfai:m resideniii:i.l custome!s of these and 
otlier coop'eratives is very rev!?aling ·and 1;s 
· discuss~d below. · . 
·, · The first' cooperative, in' addition to, buy_ .. 
;1ng fr<>m the' Union Electric Co., also purl" 
'chased electric ~nergy :from the Ar.kansas~ 
"Missouri · Power Qo. (5,860 .. 000 , ~owatt
hours) and the M. & A . . Electric Power Co.:
'operative (3,865,000 kllowatt-hour.s) ~ at 11~ 
n;rt11s per kllow~tt-b.ol,lr, _ot the total -power 
purqhased, 8,150,000 kilowatt-hours .was sol~ 
t6 farm ·and notif arm residential users at an 
11.verage rate bf.'486: mtus-per kilowa:tt-houi, 
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while , 14 milllon kilowatt-hours was sol~ 
-to commercial and industrial customers at 
·an average rate of 15.7 mills per kilowatt~ 
·hour. ·· In effect, all the power purchased 
·from the Union Electric Co. was delivered li9 
·commercial and industrial customers . ln:
stead of to the farmers. · 
· The second cooperative sold a little · less 
than 10 million kilowatt-hours for farm an~ 
nonfarm residential use at 40.3 m11ls, 
5,700,000 kilowatt-hours to commercial and 
industrial customers at 26.1 mills, 28 mil
lion kilowatt-hours for service to Fort 
Leonard Wood at 10.6 mills, and 16,700,000 
kilowatt-hours to other REA's for resale at 
about 9.6 mills. 

The third REA purchasing power from 
Union Electric resold 17,150,000 kilowatt
hours for farm and nonfarm residential 
service at an average rate of 32.0 mills per 
kilowatt-hour. 

The fourth REA, in addition to the pur
·chase from Union Electric, purchas~d 51 mil
lion kilowatt-hours from the Southwestern 
Administration at 5.3 mills and generated 
6,300,000 kilowatt-hours in its own plants. 
Of the total supply of 133 million kilowatt

·hours, 9,500,000 kilowatt-hours was sold fo.r 
farm and nonfarm residential service at a 
rate of 32.4 mills per kilowatt-hour, 10,700,:-
000 to commercial and industrial users at 
26.6 mills per kilowatt-hour, 86,700,000 kilo
watt hours to other REA's at 10.1 mills, and 
24 million kilowatt-hours to other utility 
'systems at 14.4 mills. 

As to whether the cooperatives in M~souri 
are paying ' excessive p.:-ices to the private 
utilities, comparison can be made to the 
rates charged the REA's in the State of Ne
braska, where there can be little question 
that a statewide public power monopoly 
exists that pays no Federal taxes. Yet we 
·hear no cries of anguish from our distin
·guished chairman over this monopoly. . The 
Nebraska Public Power system . sales to 
REA's in fiscal year 1953 total about 300 
mlllion kilowatt-hours at rates varying from 
·a low of 8.6 mills to a high of 9.2 mills in 
Nebraska proper and 12.6 for 1 sale 

·made to a South Dakota cooperative. Union 
electric rates to REA's also can be compared 

·with the rates c:qarged by the Dairyland 
Power Cooperative, an extensive generating 
and transmission cooperative", operating in 
Wisconsin and. other adjacent States. . This 
G. and T. coopei;ative generated and sold 
369 million kilowatt-hours to member or 
;other cooperatives at an average rate of 13.5 
mms per kilowatt-hour. 
. It can easily be, seen by the above 
.figures or by an examination of the RE~ 
_statistical reports that the Missouri distribu.
tion cooper.atives and their farmer cus
' tomers are not as bad off as some folks would 
have you believe. In fact, · they compare 
'favorably with numerous · other sections of 
_the country and ~re .much better off than in 
many of the other States. ) 
- There is considerable evidence that· the 
cost of power to the distributi.on coopera,. 
tives is a relatively small part of the rate 
paid by tlie farmer. Whether the wholesale 
cost is 5 m1lls or 10 or 12 mills seems to have 
little bearing on the average price paid by 
the farmer as shown by the following fig; 

·.ures based on . a 1953 REA published report 
and takeri at random theJiefrom: · 

State 

.A.rkansas • .:-····-··-:-·-·r 

·Dela w~re. --------~; __ 
'.Idaho._~ ••• -~--_. _____ _ 
-Illinois _____________ _.._ 

Price· per kl1o
watt-hour paid 

by REA for 
energy pur

chased 

5:2 
5.4 

A vera~e char[e 
per kilowatt

hour by REA "s 
for farm and · 

non farm 
residential · 

'serVice · 

10.1 I · , 
12.2 

46.8 
37. 7 
45.9 
35. 4 
28. 5 
51.'5 
30.0 

10.0 
8.4 
8.5 

State 

. Iowa.··-······--------

Kansas.·-···-------·--

Minnesota •••••••••••. 
Missouri. .•••••••••••• 

Nebraska._--··-------
New York ____________ 

North Dakota ________ 

Price per kilo
watt-hour paid 

by REA for 
' energy" pur

chased · 

13 . .0 
14.3 
5. 7 
7.6 

17. 4 
10.1 
7.4 
9. 1 
7.0 

11.1 
11.0 
15. 3 
5.2 

Average charge 
per kilowatt

hour by REA's 
for farm and 

nonfarm 
residential 

service 

32. 4 
31.5 
41.(). 
37. 7 
39.8 
53. 0 
26. 2 
31.2 
38.4 
36.0 
35. 5 
40. 0 
45. 6 

As has been pointed out the wholesale 
price of electric power ls a small part of the 
price the farmers are paying for the elec
tric power they use. An analysis of REA re
ports show that the number of customers 
.per mile of line in Missouri is relati'~ely high 
yet the kilowatt-hour use per customer is 
comparatively low. Testimony has been 

·given that most of the REA rates to the 
farmers in this area provide for the mini
mum used to pay 8.1 cents per kilowatt-hour 
for 40 kilowatt-hours per month or •3.24, 
.while a farmer using 250 kilowatt-hours per 
_month would pay only 3.6 cents per kilo· 
watt-hour or $9. If tl;l.is is the case, then 
.adding as much as 4 or 5 mills to the whole
sale cost of power .would add but 16 to 20 
cents to the monthly bill of a minimum user 
·and $1 to $1.25 to the monthly bill of the 
.farmer with a 250-kilowatt-hour use. In 
either case it would appear that there is an 
attempt to make a mountain out of a mole
hill as there is no doubling of the farmers' 
costs as has been inferred. 

When I analyze the operations and costs 
of REA over the country I cannot see the 
.justification for the numerous statements or 
inferences that the G. and T. and other REA 
cooperatives in the SPA area. on the verge 
of going bankrupt and will do so if the rates 
are raised above the existing SPA rate. 
Surely if other areas can pay higher whole
sale costs and operate emciently in the black 

.there should be no reason why, with proper 
and emcien t :m,anagemen t, the Missouri and 
.other· SPA area cooperatives should operate 
in the red. Of course, if there are drought 
and other economic conditions which have 

~made it impossible f-0r some of the less pros-
,perous farmers in the SPA area to pay their 
.bills, among them the electric-light bill, that 
is not ~ matter to be solved by subsidizing 
~their electric-light b .lll by from $2 to $15 a 
_year with Federal taxes paid by the folks 
.in -my· district or in _any other section of the 
United States. 

Let us examine this lease-option business 
.a little further. Suppose a Federal act per
.mitted the REA ·to loan money to· a farmer 
. to construct a powerplant on his farm for his 
use only. Now along comes SP A and tays, 

. "We have some hydropower that is available 
part of the time which we can sell you at a 
price that is less than you can generate it 

,y.ourself in your propo~ed small plant and you 
~ are entltled to ·buy. ~ome of it. Now, SP~ 
. continues, you · J:?orrow enough money to 
. build a plant many. times larger than neces
. sary for ypur own 'use. . After you construct 
'the plant, we, SPA. will lease, operate and 
'take tbe entire output of the plant. We, 
SPA, will pay all operating costs, interest, 

:and-prlncij>al payments 6n the loan a~d sel_l 
back to you . whatever. power . .you need for 
'your own use, at a v.ery low .price,. less than 
:you can, get elsewbere., Of course, you wm 
pave to give us, SPA, an option to pay for 
'ari.d take over the plant at al!Y time, and we 
'.also reserve the right to raise the rates later 

· ·an. (This latter item is, of. course, suft,
pedaled.f Now, the reason we, SP~, wan~ to 
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do this ls to be able to serve electric power 
to town A Which you, by law, cannot do, and 
to serve farmers Brown and Jones up the 
road a bit, who now get power from company 
B, you, of course, cannot legally sell them 
power directly." 

Now I ask each of my colleagues, how can 
we justify aiding and abetting this sort of 
thing. -Is it not time that we consider the 
moral and legal aspect of our actions? Are we 
not guilty of compounding a felony when we, 
by our appropriations, permit by subter
fuge, the doing of those things prohibited by 
acts of the Congress? I, for one, think it 
time to set an example at least for the voung 
people of our Nation, and show them tµat we 
have a moral and spiritual ·obligation to up
hold the law of the land and .the precepts of 
our forefathers who fought to establish the 
freedom we enjoy today. If we continue to 
per:rµit the further illegal extension of these 
Federal bureaucracies soon we will find our 
cherished freedoms gohe. · 

I want to call attention to the fact that 
under the lease-option contracts SPA was to 
pick up thf;l entire check for operation, main
tenance, replacement, interest, and repay
ment of the transmission facilities, aud 
would pay for the entire output of the G. and 
T. steam-electric plant regardless of whether 
SP A could find a market for such · energy. 
Then SPA was to turn right around and de
liver. back to 'the member cooperatives of the 
G. and T.'s all the power they might need at 
an average rate of 5.6 mills per kilowat~-hour; 
note the year, 1946. 

There can be little wonder that Mr. Wright, 
the SPA Administrator, testified, "I think 
they would have one of the best contracts 
any group of REA ever dreamed of in their 
fondest moments." And why .not, with Un
cle Sam picking up the check and delivering 
power at less than cost. · · 

. I am sure the farmers themselves in SPA 
area do not want subsidized power rates at 
the expense Of the other taxpayers Of the 
Nation, I say again and say it advisedly they_ 
were pressured into these contracts in ques-
tion. · · 

The bait used by SPA was the low rate 
promised, whfoh could not be justified on 
the basis of proper cost figures, cost alloca
tions, and the amount of hydropower for 
sale, according to information provided me 
by expert rate engineers who have no per
sonal interest in this matter. 

The farmers are well able to run their own 
systems as has been proven and I am sure 
they would like to continue to run their own 
business. The G. and T.'s are vf course in 
a diftlcult position, having b_een enticed into 
expanding their facmties considerably be
yond their needs for the near "future. . 
. Now what power and what energy do we 

have available from these multipurpose proj
e'cts in the SPA area? First there is the in
stalled capacity of the generating unfts, and 
second, the electric energy that such units 
can prOduce from the available water. As 
has been testified to time and ·. time again 
these projects have a variable supply of wa
ter and on the average can ·only operate at 
full capacity a portion of the time varying 
up to about 30 percent of the time, with the 
average arourid 20 or 25 percent. 

How can such power best be utmzed? It 
has been explained to me, and the records 
through the years have disclosed that the 
greatest value for this variable or peaking 
capacity and energy is realized when it is 
used by utmty systems, public or private, 
that are large enough to use all the capacity 
and energy to serve the peak portion of the 
loads. 

SPA knew this to be true, but as there were 
very few public bodies or cooperatives which 
had generation or other sources of power 
large enough to permit using more than a. 
very small part of this peaking capacity, SPA 
knew it had to be sold to the existing major 
utilities who could readily absorb it and who 

had offered to take all such power and pay a. 
rate suftlcient to assure repayment of all 
costs of the power and to pass on any benefits 
to the preference and other customers. SPA, 
knowing that this was disposing of the power 
under sound business principles, neverthe
less knew it would not permit SPA to create 
the power empire it envisaged. Therefore, 
SP A would not agree to such a logical use of 
the power, claiming that it all had to be sold 
directly to the preference customers. Of 
course it strayed quite a little way from this 
precept when it made the contract to sell 
under a long-term contract a major portion 
of the power from Bull Shoals Dam for use 
by an industrial customer. Certainly this 
does not jibe with the SPA_ "line" that the 
power must be sold to preference customers. 

Many statements have been made and 
much testimony given about the legal rights 
and obligations of SPA to assume a utility 
responsibility to · supply all the electric 
en~rgy· requirements. Of' the so-called pref:
erence customers. Here again it is my firm 
conviction that Mr. Wright and the other 
proponents of his plans for a Federal power 
empire are in an untenable position. 

Let us look at the act that resulted in SP A 
being set up. 
SECTION 5 OF THE FLOOD CONTROL ACT OF 1944 

"Electric power and ·energy generated at 
reservoir projects under the control of the 
War Department and in the opinion of the 
Secretary of' War not required in the opera
tion of such projects shall be delivered to 
the Secretary of the Interior, who shall 
transmit and dispose of such power and 
energy in-such manner as to encourage the 
most widespread use thereof at the lowest 
possible rates to consumers consistent with 
sound business principles, the rate sched
ules to become effective upon confirmation 
and approval by the Federal Power Commis
sion. Rate schedules shall be drawn having 
regard to the recQvery (upon the basis of the 
application of such rate schedules to the ca
pacity of the electric ~a~ilities of the proj
ects) of the cost of producing and transmit
ting such electric energy, including the amor
tization of the capital investment allocated 
to power over a reasonable period of years. 
Preference in the sale of such. power · and 
energy shall be given to public. bodies and 
cooperatives. The Secretary of the Interior 
is authorized, from fund& to be appropriated 
by tli~ Congress, to construct or acquire, by 
purchase or other agreement, only such 
transmission lines and related facilities as 
may be necessary in order to make the power 
and energy generated at said projects avail
able in wholesale quantities for sale on fair 
and reasonable terms and conditions to fa
cilities owned by the Federal Government, 
public bodies, cooperatives, and privately 
owned companies. All moneys received from 
such sales shall be deposited in the Treasury 
of the United States as miscellaneous rf1.• 
ceipts." · · 

If you will note, there is continued ref
erences throughout this section of the act 
to "such power and energy," "such energy," 
"power and energy generated as such proj
ects.'' Note particularly the preference . lan
guage which says "preference in the sale of 
such power and energy shall be given to pub
lic bodies and cooperatives.'' I maintain 
that the intent o! the Congress is crystal 
clear, that the act only provides for the dis
posal of power generated by the multipur
pose projects. There is no reference whatso .. 
ever to any other power. Surely if the Con
gress thought it had constitutional author
ity to authorize Interior to construct steam 
plants or to purchase steam power for resale 
.it would have spelled out that intent in 
clear language. 

It is realized, of course, that those persons 
want for obvious reasons to promote their 
dream of a Federal pe.wer empire are trying 
to read into the language of the act mean-

1ngs that are not there and were never in
tended to be there. Mr. Wright would have 
you believe that because the available power 
and energy is not of the type to supply the 
normal requirements of the potential pref
erence customers he l;las on obligation to ob
tain other power to supplement the surplus 
hydropower and energy. He will have you 
believe that definitive court action has pro
claimed that right. There is no question, 
in my mind, nor should there be in the mind 
of any clear-thinking person, that the right 
of the Federal Government to purchase steam 
electric power for resale or to construct steam 
electric generating stations to make power 
for resale has not been argued on its merits 
all the way through to the Supreme Court of 
the land. Until that is done, it is poppycock 
for Mr. Wright or anyone else to say that 
this issue has been settled and the legal right 
to do these things are clear . . In my esti
mation this also applies to TVA the Bureau 
of Reclamation and all other Federal power 
agencies. 

It it were not so serious, it would be hu
morous to see the mental gymnastics and 
warped thinking of the protagonists of Fed
eral electric-power empires go · through in 
trying to justify actions that clearly have no 
legal authority. One of the farfetched argu
ments used in an attempt to justify SPA 
rights to' construct steam plants or purchase 
electric energy from others for resale was 
given back in 1946 in the hearings on the 

. fiscal year 1947 Interior Department appro
priation bill, page 71, in an opinion presented 
by the SP A Chief Cqunsel, which was sup
plemented by the opinion of the Solicitor 
of the Department of ' the Interior. Sectron 
5 of the Flood Control Act of 1944 quoted 
previously contains the . proviso that "the 
Secretary of the Interior is authorized from 
funds to be appropriated by the Congress, to 
cons_truct or acquire, _by purchase or other 
agreement, only such transmission lines and 
related facUities as may be necessary in order 
to make the power and- energy generated at 
said projects available in wholesale quan1o 
titles for sale on fair and reasonable ·terms 
and conditions to fac111ties owned by the 
Federal Government, puqlic bodies, cooper
ative and privately owned companies." 

It is · impossible for me to· believe that 
anyone could argue without tongue in cheek 
that the authority "to construct or acquire 
transmission lines and related facilities as 
may be ·necessary in· order to make the power 
and energy to be generated at,. said projects 
available to facllities owned by the· Federal 
Government, public bodies, · cooperatives, 
and privately owned companies," confers 
the authority to ·construct steam plants or 
to purchase electric energy for resale. To 
claim as did the SPA, Chief Counsel, that the 
term "related facilities" was meant to or can 
properly be used to cover 'steam electric 
plants is farfetched to say the ·least. Claims 
that · steam electric power is needed and 
required by law in order to ·be able "to 
market · the hydropower on a businesslike 
basis, and to make such power and energy 
available in wholesale quantities for sale 
on fair and reasonable terms" are other 
examples of the fuzzy thinking of so many 
Federal power proponents. 

There has been much loose talk about the 
tremendous need !or additional power in 
the area and at the same time statements are 
made that SPA power cannot otherwise be 
sold without integration with the G.. and 
T. facilities and steam ·plants. These mis
statements are so obvious that they do not 
merit answering. In · all the testimony and 
discussions ,that I have seen to date there 
has not been any discussion as to what hap
pens when the growing electric loads· o! the 
Rl!IA's and other preference ··customers use 
up all the presently available capacity. Has 
a real analysis been · made as to just what 
the loads of the G. ·and T. cooperative:1 and 
their member cooperatives amount to as. of 
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this date and what are the estimates of 
future loads, I think not. Full information 
also is lacking as to just what loads are 
presently receiving central ·station service, 
and so forth. 

Rough approximations given seem to in
dicate the G. and T. cooperatives in the SPA 
area may. have 1;otal peak loads of about 
87,000 kilowatts which is slightly over the 
capacity of- their steam plants. I under
stand that REA estimates for these 5 G. and 
T. cooperatives show an expected load of 
214,000 kilowatts by 1965. On this basis it 
will be 10 years before the 130,000 kilowatts 
of SPA hydro capacity now being held for 
these 5 G. and T.'s will be fully utilized. 
Transmission capacity may have been over
built to an even greater extent. 

Pamphlets that have been mailed to me 
which say that by taking the SPA hydro and 
adding it to the G. and .T. steam it will pro
duce. more power and more revenue than by 
integrating the SPA hydro and G. and T. 
steam with the private utility systems fa
cilities. Now this ls a good trick if you can 
do it, but it sure sounds like a shell game 
to me. 

Now, let's be specific and get away from 
generalities,' which I dislike. I have reliable 
information that the G. and T.'s have 85,000 
kilowatts of steam and .SPA was supposed to 
have 195,000 kilowatts of peaking hydro con
tracted to the G. and T.'s, or which would 
give a total of 280,000 kilowatts available to 
the G. and T.'s. With an average load !actor 
of the REA load of around 50 percent 
would require, for a peak load of 280,000 
kilowatts, 100,800,000 kilowatt-hours of en
ergy !or a 30-day month. I am told that 
the hydro peaking carries with it 150 hours 
of firm ehergy per month for each kilowatt, 
or a total of 29,250,000 kilowatt-hours. Add
ing the 85,000-kilowatt steam-plant output 
at 90 percent load factor (this is on the 
high side) would give an additional 55,-
080,000 kilowatt-hours, or a total of 84,330,-
000 kilowatt-hours. This is 16,470,000 kilo:. 
watt-hours short of supplying all the load. 
Where are the G. and T.'s going to get the 
balance? If there is an increase in the load 
factor above 50 percent (which is quite prob
able) there will be an additional 2 million 
kilowatt-hours short for each percent above 
50 percent. · 

On the basis of 130,000 kilowatts of hydro 
allocated to the G. and T.'s together with the 
85,000 kilowatts of steam there would be a 
deficit of about 2 million kilowatt-hours for 
a mdnth having a peak -Of 215,000 kilowatts. 

The pamphlet Local Power Partnership in 
Reverse put out by the Central Electric Pow
er Cooperative and Western·Farmers Coopera
tive, and sent to Members of Congress, ls a 
prime example of some of the irrational 
thinking and misleading and erroneous fig
ures being used to try to persuade the Con
gress to reactivate the lease-option contracts 
between SPA and G. and T.'s The pamphlet 
is so replete with questionable figures and 
statements that I will take time to point out 
only a few. I' am sure this pamphlet could 
not have been written by the clear-thinking 
farmers of the area, but must have been pre
pared by some of the same people who got the 
G. and T.'s into their present predicament. 

I have already referred to the erroneous 
statement that SPA must obtain energy 
from steam generating plants to be able to 
sell the capacity available from the hydro 
plants. This is of course so patently false 
as to not warrant denial. 

On page 7 of the pamphlet referred to, ls a 
table that purport.a to show power and rev
enue available to SPA with and without the 
G. and T. contracts. This ts the most mis
leading and unwarranted tabulation that 
could -be-· imagined. , First 1s the celumn 
headed "Power Available Without G. and -T. 
Contracts" and the revenue purported tCJ be 
deriv.ed _therefrom . . .SPA firm capacity ·is 
shown to be -170,000 kilowatts. 

The G. and T.'s in the February hearings 
reported the SP A dependable capacity to be 
378,000 kilowatts. At the present time only 
130,000 kilowatts of SPA hydro capacity are 
reported available to the G .. and T.'s. Such 
capacity is said to carry a firm energy com
mitment of only 150 kilowatt-hours per kilo
watt per month. If SPA sells the 130,000 
kilowatts of peaking power to the G. and T.'s 
and the G. and T .'s use their own steam to 
carry 85,000 kilowatts of base load, the G. and 
T.'s then could carry a total of about 215,000 
kilowatts without reserve. On the other 
hand if SP A were to buy the output of, the 
G. and T. plants as proposed under .the lease
option contracts and then resell the steam 
and the hydro combined back to the G. and 
T.'s it would produce the same results and 
would not add one kilowatt of dependable ca
pacity to the load-carrying ability of the two 
systems. With an annual potential genera
tion of less than 700 million kilowatt-hours 
from the steamplants it is difilcult to under
stand how the firm energy can be increased 
by 836 million; in fact there is no increase 
whatsoever in the energy available to the 
area. The revenue comparison is even more 
fantastic. Without the G. and . T. contract 
the revenue is shown to be based on a 5.6 
mill rate for firm energy and 1.25 mills for 
rionfirm energy, while by some legerdemain, 
the power if used under the G. and T. con
tracts is to bring in revenue based on 7.16 
mills for firm energy and 1.50 mllls for non
firm. This sleight of hand alone accounts 
!or over $2,500,000 of the purported increase 
in revenue. Deducting the cost of generat
ing the steam energy and the cost of leasing 
and operating the G. and T. transmission 
lines, which -together cannot conceivably be 
less than 6 or 7 million dollars, in revenue, it 
can be seen that there will be a substantial 
annual deficit instead of the implied gain 
of $7,057,970. Of course the pamphlet does 
not say the purported gain in revenue ls a 
net gain yet if the author had wanted to be 
honest this would have been made clear and 
he would not have used a different rate with 
or without the G. and T. contract and would 
have shown for both cases all the other costs 
to be incurred. 

Two other s~atements in the pamphlet 
follow: 

"Opponents to rural electrification have 
stated that SPA could construct transmission 
lines and do just about anything it wanted 
to out of this fund, thereby obviating the will 
of Congress. This interpretation of the con
tinuing fund is not correct. Under the 
broadest language of the continuing fund, 
SPA could use it for only three purposes.
namely ( 1) to take care of emergencies, ( 2) to 
purchase power, and (3) to make payments 
for rental. 

"The restoration of the continuing fund of 
SPA would make it possible to restore the 
partnership arrangement without any annual 
appropriations by the Cl!>ngress. It will not 
cost the taxpayers because the continuing 
fund ls provided out of the operating revenue 
of SPA." 

Now, does it matter whether SPA con
structs transmission lines direct, or arranges 
for their construction through the medium 
of lease-option contracts paid for out of 
the continuing fund. The net result is the 
same. It is specious reasoning to say other
wise. To say the use of money from the con
tinuing fund wm not cost the taxpayers is 
just doubletalk. There can be no question 
that present rates will not repay cost of power 
projects ·and operating costs. So far no fig
ures have been given to conclusively show 
that it will not cost more to generate power 
in the G. and T. steam plants and deliver it 
200 miles away to member cQoperatlves than 
the rate to be .charged. 

· Now let's talk about the rates for SPA 
power. Mr. Wright - attempted to lay. the 
blame for rate increases on the rise in con-

structlon costs of the IX\Ultipurpose -projects 
constructed by the Corps of Engineers. The 
inference was left ,by ,Wrigh.t and Chairman 
CANNON that tP,e Corps of Engineers were 
incredibly mistaken in their estimates. The 
corps was able the next day to present the 
real fa,cts, showing that the figures presented 
by Wright were full of errors. 

The following excerpt from a report relative 
to SPA's Comprehensive Plan for Power De
velopment that was filed by a nationally 
protninent engineer in the fiscal. year 1947 
hearings (p. 338-339) seem to indicate that 
SPA had no sound base for the power rate it 
was setting up: 

"Although the Flood Control Act o! 1944 
requires the authorized agent for the Sec
retary of the Interior to base rate sched
ules on the cost of producing and transmit
ting hydroelectric power, including the amor
tization of the capital investment allocated 
to power, the authors of the report (the SPA 
Comprehensive Plan for Power Development) 
l: ave developed a rate schedule which fails 
entirely to consider such costs. The excuse ls 
g~ven that 'cost figures' are not available at 
this time for proposed reservoir projects in a 
number of river basins, and the cost figures 
that are available even for authorized proj
ects are subject 'to change as the design of 
the several projects is developed and the 
construction is carried out." 

"It is believed that for the purposes of the 
report which is dated November 1945, the 
authors, representing a governmental agency, 
would have available to them the cost esti
mates prepared by the Army englneers !or 
tbe proposed projects on the Arkansas River 
(survey report on Arkansas River and tribu~ 
taries in Arkansas and Oklahoma, dated De
cember 1943) and on the White River (sur
vey report on White River and tributaries, 
Missouri and Arkansas, dated May 1945). The 
projects proposed under these two survey re
ports added to existing and presently au
thorized projects in the region will account · 
tor about 90 percent of the total annual av
erage energy output ut111zed and studied un
der the subject report. It is to be admitted 
that final 'as constructed' cost figures wlll be 
different than the estimated cost$ an'd it 
must be understood that the estimated costs 
must be continuously reviewed in the light of 
ever-changing construction costs in order 
that a true !')Conomic analysis can be made. 
However, it is believed that the use of such 
estimates as do exist, corrected where neces
sary to .reflect trends of advancing construc
tion costs, ·provide a sou.nd and, in fact, the 
only means of determining the cost !or the 
production of hydroelectric capacity and en
ergy and tnost certainly would result ln com
pliance with the terms o! the Flood Control 
Act of 1944. If the above-mentioned state
ment in the SPA report is accepted and no 
determination made of the esti'Inated cost of 
hydropower until projects were . completed, 
Congress would certainly be confronted with 
requests !or appropriations, without any 
means of knowing whether or not the proj
~cts were sound." · 

Five years later in 1952 we stlll find the 
SPA trying to maintain a fictitious rate based 
on untenable cost allocation. It is only too 
clear that SPA and not the Corps of Engi
neers is responsible !or the use of an errone
ous rate base with the resulting need to raise 
.SPA rates. This also is indicated by the fol
.lowing material taken from the House com
mittee print No. 23 of the 82d Congress, 2d 
session: 

"The conflicting solutions of the problem 
of allocation of costs of 12 dams in the 
Southwest are noteworthy. The Interior De
partment, acting through the Southwestern 
Power Administration, ·is the agency of the 
.Government designated under section 5 of 
the . Flood- Control Act of 1944 to dispose of 
excess electric energy ,produced at projects 
built by the Corps of Engineers ln Texas, 
Arkansas, Oklahoma, and Missouri. 
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"In January 1952, the Secre:tary of the 
Interior filed with the Federal Power Com
mission for rate approval a long-term con
tract for sale of a block of power from the 12 
dams. Accompanying this were studies in
cluding the proposed allocation of costs for 
the 12 projects. The .Federal Power Com
mission then requested the construction 
agency, the. Corps of Engineers, to furnish 
its views on the amounts of costs and annual 
charges properly chargeable to power for the . 
12 projects. The estimates of the South
western Power Administration and of the 
corps as to the amounts which should be 
allocated are set forth in detail on pages 
409 to 415 Of the subcommittee hearings 
a~d are summariZt;!d in table. i Qf .tl,lis report. 
The Bureau of Power, Federal Power Com
mission; generallY.. agre~d wit.h the methods 
used by the corps in. allocating these, costs. 

"The total · project <_:onstruction cost was 
agreed generally to. approx;imate $750 mil
lion. Including .interest . during construe- · 
tion, the total project investment was e1?ti- .. 
mated at approximately $776 million. The 
Southwestern Power Administration recom
mended an allocation. to power of $218 mil
lion whUe the Corps. of Engineers recom
mended $418 million. . . 

"One difference between the two compu
tations came frpm the Southweste~n I;'ower 
Administration's failure to include interest 
duri~g construction, an item amoun.tii:g to 
over $24 million in the Corps of Engineers' 
allocation to power. 

"Interest during construction is a valid. 
part of the cost of the project to the Govern
ment and; therefore, sho"Qld ordinarily be in
cluded in any computatiOil; of tota~ invest
ment costs. · If exact figures are not a.va,n
able at the time ari alfoca.tion of cost is 
made, a reasonable estimate could always be 
made. subject to ~a:ter revision. · 

"The other differences can best be under
stood· by an examination Of the different· 
cost-allocation methods·used for the.1.2 proj
ects involved. Detailed statements appear, 
on pages 406 to 42~ .of the p_ublished tran
script of subcommittee hearings, Study of 
Civil Works, part . 3. . 

"It can be seen from table 1 that the 
difference in allocated .costs creates a large 
difference in the annual power charges. The 
greater percentage of difference in annual 
costs as compared to the allocated total cost 
'comes from the ·fact . that . Southwestern 
Power Administration has chosen 100 year~ 
as the amortization . period while the Corps 
of Engineers has chosen 50 years. The an
nual charges developed indicate that the 
Southwestern Power Administration can 
justify power rates which are less than one"'. 
half of those that would appear· sound based 
on the methods advocated by the Corps of 
Engineers." _ . 

The present proposl').l 9f the o .. ~nd T.'~ is 
:hot to reactivate t.he fantastic lease-option 
takeover contracts · but to substitute what 
would be entirely different . contracts ' anc;l in 
addition, they want . to change existing cpn
tracts with other SPA customers to ''..subst~n
tially equalize the.rates to all SPA customers 
in the area." This means; of·course, to r~lse 
the rates io the other .customers to pay_ for 
the required subsidy. The ·$64 question may 
be, How will the other customers react to 
such a deal? 

Surely the Congress wm not want to ap
propriate money for nebuloui; contracts with:. 
out knowing ·the terms, effects, and cost 
thereof. I for one think the logical thing to 
do would be to extend a moratorium to these 
G. and T. cooperatives for say a couple 'or 
more of years. This would give them time 
to build up their loads and/or to make 
arrangements for greater utilization Of the 
fac111ties through inter~hange contracts be
tween themselves and the other ut111ties of 
· the region. This to · my notion would be 
preferable to a continued ·direct subsidizing 

of the G. and T.'s. There is one fact that 
I think the G. and T.'s should realize by now 
which· is, that there is no possib111ty of the ' 
member cooperatives obtaining energy from 
SPA at the old rate of 5.6 mills, and that 
even under the lease-option contracts a rate 
of 8 to 10 mills was inevitable under the re
quired' rate review provision of the contract. 

It also appears quite clear to me that the 
G. and T.'s could make some rate adjustments 
for justified increases in wholesale .Power cost 
and that this could be passed on to the mem
ber cooperatives. Some slight increase in 
cost to the farmer might be necessary, but on 
the basis of the rate structure reported it 
would appear that a concerted effort to in
crease . the kilowatt-hour use per customer 

·might ~esul t in lower unit cost~ for energy 
that ·would more than .offset the ' increase in 
the wholesale rate. 

In any event, I believe the Congress is m
advised to appropriate any funds at this time 
·to implement or reactivate any lease-option · 
contracts. An independent investigation 
and report by a . board of prominent and 
competent engineers is indicated in order 
that a complete professional true story on 
the matter be made available to the com
mittee. 

And here, Mr. Speaker, is the reply 
they have been keeping out of the 
RECORD: 

STATEMENT OF CHAIRMAN CLARENCE CANNON 
When Mr. BEN F. JENSEN, a member of the 

Appropriations Committee, requested per
mission to appear before the central section 
of the same committee, I gladly granted the 
request since I deemed Mr. JENSEN had some 

·facts that he th,ought would be helpfui to 
the central section. Mr. JENSEN did not ap
pear before the committee and after some 
delay he submitted a written statement and 

·requested it be placed in: the record. I 
gral)ted the · request for the same reasons I 
had P,revioµsly granted permission for nim 
to appear in person; 
_ Now let's take a look at some of the mat
ters .in his statement. First, he has gone to 
the graveyard to dig up some dead horses. 
The old comprehensive plan of SPA has been 
dead for years and like . many other issues 
disposed· of in the.· past, its consideration ls 
not pertinent to the issues · at hand. , The 
next dead issue he debates is the 'opinion in 
original contracts whereby · SPA could pur
chase G. and T. transmission lines. This 
has long since been relegated to the scrap 
heap, as ls made clear in the testimony in 
the foregoing hearings; There will of course 
be no purchase of G. and T. hnes by SPA .. 

Mr. JENSEN admits that the G. and T.'s 
were asking for reactivation of their con
tracts without the iease-option . in them. 
He says this would make the contracts "neb-

; ulous.''. These contracts are written, · and 
executed, and ,have been made a matter of 
puplic record. , Would any !air-minded man 
say they are "nebulous"? Mr. JENSEN advo
cates contrac:ts betw.een the private· :power 
companies and tJ:ie G. and T.'s: ls there a 
copy of one of these proposed cpntracts in 

. the record? Does Mr. ·JENSEN have one? I 
challenge him to' present .one for the record. 
Who is advocating something "nebulous"? 

I am surprised to find Mr. JENSEN pitched 
,in the role of advocating higher power rates 
for our farmers. He says so long as these 
higher rates come ·out of the pockets of the 
farmers it's all right. He says, and I quote, 
"• • • adding as much as 4· or 5 mills to the 
wholesale cost of power would add but 16 to 
20 cents to the monthly b111 of a minimum 
user (small farmer) and $1 to $1.25 ·to the 
monthly blll of the farmer with a 250 kilo
watt-hour use." He professes to be a friend 
ot the "REA, while at the same 1;ime he is , 
advo~ating . higher rates for fe,rm·e.rs and 
strangulation contracts for · the G. and T.'s 
_with private power companies'. 

'Mr. JENSEN has hand-picked a few situa.
tions to show it doesn't matter what • the 
wholesale cost is, it won •t affect the retail 
rates to farmers. Cooperative managers, in 
their testimony, showed that 30 to 45 per
cent of their total costs was for · purchased 
power. They· testified that in many instances 
a slight increase in wholesale power . costs 
would throw them in the red and render 
them unable ' to pay debt service to REA. 

I have always believed that Mr. JENSEN 
has a high regard for our American courts. 
Surely Members of congress, above all, 
should respect the opinions of our . courts, 
but again he says, "Mr. Wright, would have 
you believe that. bec~use the available power 
and e.n¢rgy is not of . the type to supply the 
normal requirements of the potential prefer
ence customers, he has an obligation .to ob
tain <;>ther power to supplement the surplus 
hydro power and eriergy. He .wm have you 
believe , that. definitive court action has pro
claimed that right.'' 

Now let's see what the district court of 
the Dist,rict of Co~umbia had to say when . 
these contracts were challenged · in that 
court by the Power Trust. 

"In like manner it . is clear to the court, 
in view of the rule laid down in Ashwander 
v. T. V. A.,1 that· the purchase of thermal 
energy generated at th~ steam plants of the 
cooperatives, which · purchase is reasonably 
incidental to the integration of hydroelec- . 
tric power generated at the reservoir proj
ects, is not prohibited by the provisions of 
the Flood· Control Ac.t but rather is within 
the scope of its provisions and in accord with 
its purpose. Consequently, the court finds · 
that authority to purchase power and to pay , 
rentals for · the use of transmission facili
ties by SPA is contained in the terms of the 
Flood Control Act. The court holds, there
fore, that the lease and power contracts .do 
not violate the provisions of the Flood Con
trol Act.'' 
. Mr. JENSEN says that SPA has no right or 
need to. lease the , G.· and T. lines. Here's 
\Vhat Judge Charles F. ·McLaughlin of the 
Federal district court said: 

"The ·court is of the opinion that the 
language of the statute justifies a holdlng 
that the Secretary of the Interior, through 
his µiarketlng agent, may acquire by a ·lease 
agreement such transmission lines as may 
be necessary in order -to accomplish .the ob
jectives of the act. Within the authority of 
the· Secretary 'to contract or acquire by pur
chase or . other agreement' is embraced, in 
the court's opinion, not ohly the power of 
acquisition by purchase, but also the power 
of acquisition by lease· agreement. Not only 
is this conclusion justified by 'the wording 
of the act, but, in view of the context, any 
other <?Onclusion. would thwart the proper 
exercise of authority reposed in the Secretary 
of the Interior. · 
: "I:p. "col).neitiqn . wt.th the ~oregoing, the 

CO\lrt has· also taken into consideration the 
. questiol}.' raised by ·plaintiffs as . fo whether 
the )easing of these fac111ties is _ 'necessary• 
within the meaning of the act~ It wouid ap
pear that the answer to this question, ini
tially, .must be determined administratively 

. since the Congress has · imposed upon the , 

.administrittlve agency involvE;d the duty to · 
'transmit and dispose of.• • • power and · 
energy in such a manner as to encourage the 
most widespread use thereof at . the lowest 
possible rates to consumers · thereof con
.sistent with sound business principles.' The 
court finds that there ls warrant in the rec- . 
ord and reasonable basis in law for the 
Admhiist:rator's determination of the means 
to be adopted, that is to say; the leasing 
of transmission lines and accompanying ' 
fac111ties, for the carrying out of the con
gressional mandate contained in the act. 

1 Ashwander v. Te.nnessee Valley Authority, 
supra (n. 24). · (See infra 7, pp. ~6-29.) · . 

'•, 

., 
.' 
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Consequently;th~ court holds that · the ·leas
ing of these facilities ia ·'necessary' - within 
the terms of the-act." 1 -

When this case was appealed to the circuit 
court the · judges there threw the P.ower trust 
out of the court saying they had no grounds 
for a suit against the G. · and T.'s. , 

Mr. -.JENSEN claims the G. and T.'s were 
forced into these contracts against their 
wishes. Again he says they were not too 
"unhappy" in their present sad plight. Look 
at the record. The officials of the G, and T.'s 
.who worked hard to get these contracts set 
up were present at the recent hearing an_d to 
a man testified that they not only entered 
into the contracts without coercion but 
worked hard to get them and now wanted 
them reactivated. 

It is claimed that the farmers wm be sub
sidized ·$2 to $15 a year ·on their power bill 
if the original contr~cts are reactivated. He 
says they were baited into the contracts with 
low rates which will be increased . to 10-13 
mills~ There is no evidence ih the record 
to support these figures. ~ 

Let's see who is being subsidized. Mr. 
Wright says SPA hydropower is worth $17.85 
per kilowatt-year and 1.5 mills per kilowatt
hour. Allowing 2,100 hours use the total 
value per year would be $21. . To . bait the 
G. and T.'s to 1llegally use their preference 

. rights to buy this power for the power trust, 
Mr. Aandahl is offering this same power for 
$10.58 or $10.42 less than it is worth. On 
130,000 kilowatts programed for · the K. C. 
~. & ·L. •under. the new proposed contract 
between N. W. Co-op and SFA this would 
amount to a subsidy of $1,354,600. It· could 
also be· demonstrated · that through similar 
contracts the Federal Government is sub
sidizing private companies in . the Texas, 
Oklahoma, Aluminum . and Narrows con
tracts. 

The trust-dtstributed statement accuses 
Wright of· coercing G. and T.'s into building 
and leasing ·steam· plants. , 

- This is completely refuted by testi-~ 
mony on the part of the G. and T. man
agers in hearings on page 858, part 3, 
of the central section on public works. 

The Power Trust-approved statement 
charges that the G.· and T. systems would 
serve towns of over 1,500 in violation of 
REA Act. " 

This is a ridiculous deduction to the· 
effect that G. and T. steam power-would 
flow into the SPA system which is by law 
allowed to serve municipalities as prefer
ence customers. It is the same as saying 
that SPA system may not serve certain 
preference customers with firm power 
unless it buys the firming power from· 
private utilities. -. 

The courts have dismissed this con
tention. ·It is a matter of record; · 

The power-trust-cooperated statement in_
fers that rates will go as · high as 12 to 13 
mills if the G. and T.'s are integrated under 
the original contracts. · 

The Administrator of SPA says 8.05 
mills at , most on page 64 of part 2 of 
hearings. And that is a maximum rate: 
It could be much lower. , . . 

The power-trust-sponsored statement 
claims the G. and T.'s signed away their prop
erty under a lease-option provision. _ 

This is no longer an issue. The option 
provision is· out. The statement is beg
ging the question and seeking to divert 
attention from the real issues. · 

The Jensen statement attacks the repre
sentatives of the G. and· T.'s for evading the 
moral, if not the legal restriction on activ
ities of persons previously on the Federal 
payroll. 

This is wholly unwarranted'. The ref
erence is to the Administrative Pro~ 
cedure Act. . But it has been long ·since 

A moratorium on the G. and .T. payments 
of debt service to REA lf! proposed. This 

.would pile up the debt resulting in heavier 
payments . in later years. He says "This 
would give them time to • • • ·make ar
rangements for greate~ utillzation of the 
facilities through interchange contracts be
tween themselves and the other utilities of 
the region.'' The testimony before the_ com
mittee is to the ef{ect. that further nego"". 
tiations wot,tld be fruitless. In addition, the 
testimony of the Administrator of the REA 
in the hearings on. the Supplemental Appro
priations Act, 1955, makes· it clear that this 
would be extrem~ly poor .management of the 
affairs entrusted to him. 

· interpreted by courts as applicable only 
when such ex-employee is engaged in 
prosecuting a claim for money. -

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowi:i 
[Mr. JENSEN] . waved this Power Trust
printed pamphlet around and asked any-. 
one to deny a single thing in it. In 
cPnf ormity with his request, . I will take 
it statement by statement and point out 
the errors he requests. 

· First several pages of the P-ower Tr:11st-
· printed . statement recite history back to 
1946 , when SP A proposed constructfon of 
steam plants for its own .system an.d draw 
a picture of Mr'. Wright aS' an empire builder. 

The sta'tements are mere · personal 
opinio~ and Jnclµde. no evidence what
ever t6 support ascribec;i motive. It ~s 
long well . r~cognized _that. steam_ power 
is needed to firm up hydropower to pro
vide firm power-in order to meet the 
intent of the Flood Control Act in serv• 
ing preference customers. This - is · a ·· 
dead issue and has no application to the 
q,u·es.tion before us. 

1.&e American~ Power & Light Co. v. Secu
rities &- Exchange Commission, supra. Ash
wander v: Tennessee Valley Authority (297 
u. s. 288 ' (1936)). . 

Mr. JENSEN (and presumably the power 
trust which cooperated in ·distributing the 
statement) insist that they are friends Of 
REA's. .. . 

But Mr. JENSEN has voted against every 
mo-tion to. increase the REA appropria
tions. · And he reported out the bill which 
revoked the SPA contilluing fund and 
repudiated the Govermµent's contract . 
wi~h the _far~ cooperatives. 

The Power Trust-endorsed statement uses· 
1953 figures to show that Union Electric sold 
power to 4 co-ops in Missouri for 8.2 to 9.7 
mills. 

·These figures are out of date and, of 
course, mean nothing. ·union Electric 
was asking 10.2 in recent negotiations 
with Central. It is because of such fig
ures as those quoted that G; and T.'s 
want to build their own steam plants or 
integrate with SPA. 

The trust-printed and approved statement 
says there is no justification for talk about 
G~ and T.'s being on the verge of bankruptcy. 

Testi~ony-page '362 . of hearings. on 
second supplemental, 1955-of REA· is 
that all of them operated at a deficit last· 
year. Financial statements on pages 
374 through 378 ' also show ' this. - . . 

. . 
The trust-printed statement· claims that 

power generated at ·SPA dams can best be 
used by the large private or public systems. 

This is exactly right. It is the reason 
Mr. Jensen and the Power Trust try, in 
court and otherwise, to show that the 
Federal Government has no legal au
thority to buy steam power. If · such 
purchase could be prevented, most or 
the hydropower in the SPA system would. 
have no market except to private utili
ties. Preference customers could not be 
·served as intended by the flood control 
act. This is the crux of the campaign 
agai~st the farm cooperatives. 

Mr. JENSEN and his friends try to .inter
pret the flood control act to mean that the 
sale of power by the -Federal Government 
mus.t be limited to hydropower produced at 
the dam, and the question of the right to . 
buy steam power ls not clear until tested in 
the Supreme Court~ · · 

No credence is given at all to the court 
decision already handed down to the 
effect that steam power may be pur
chased. It must be, of course, if the pro
visions of the :flood control act are" to . 
be effective. But what is a court deci- . 
sion among friends? 

He next goes through a lot of gymnastics 
with figures on power production and power 
rates. · 

This is extremely technical and must 
have been prepared. It is doubtful if any 
unbrief ed layman understands them. 

The combined statement seeks 'to attack 
the allocation of costs to the power features 
of dams. 

All this is purely academic since FPC is 
responsiple for and is thoroughly com
petent tc:> evalua.te figures given them 
and approve rates accord~ngly. Possi
bly he can scare some people into thirtk-
1.ng Federal rates would be h_igher if FPC 
understood the facts as well as he does, 
but it is doubtful. · 

Summing up the whole purport of this 
statenfent, reprinted by the utility .com
panies, Mr. JENSEN points _ out that the 
hydroelectric power generated at Federal ,· 
dams in the SPA system can best be used 
"by utility systems, public or private, that 
are large enough to use all capacity ;:tnd 
energy to serve the peak portion loads." 
This is correct, of course, but as · he also 
points out there are few if any preference 
customers, that is public bodies or coop
eratives, which have the facilities or are 
large enough to use this peaking power. 

Mr. Wright, the Administrator of the 
Southwestern 'Power Administration said 
the same thing on page 79, part 2, of the 
Central Section Hearings on Public 
Works, as follows:-

The Government had built projects, mul· 
tipurpose projects, in the Southwest which 
produced a _comxµodity which we refer to as 
peaking power. That is what it produces. 
It doesn't have any other commodity. 

At the same time· the Flood Control Act 
of 1944. provided that in the sale of that 
power you must give preference to coopera
tiyes, public bodies, and Government agen
cies and private companies, in that order. 
You had a commodity that they couldn't use. 
They couldn '.t use that commodity. You 
had exchanges, integrations, or you had to 
do something with it before they could use 
it in the judgment of people who were· trying 
to do something with it. 
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With all this in mind i,t becomes quite Mr. CANNON. Mr . . Speaker, I will 
clear why Mr. JENSEN and the private read the exact quotaµons here: 
utilities continue to attack, in and :out of I would like to . have someone stand in 
the courts. on the authority of the Fed.. his place and deny a single thing in this 
ci-al Government to purchase steam firm.. statement. 
ing power. If this point could be estab- ~ I said, the: statement was full of 
lished and the courts have said it can- erroneous references to me. At least 
not b~ esfablished, it would then be pos- that was the inference thrown out by 
sible for the large private utilities to take the, gentleman from Iowa. I said; 
almost all of the power from Fede~l Will the gentleman also include the reply 
dams and practically none would be left in which I did the very thing he asked some
f or preference customers as intended by one to deny? 
the Flood Control Act of 1944. . Mr. JENSEN said: 

Mr. Speaker, we are dealing here with .d 
That is your business. Your reply sa1 one of the vital issues· of the day. Too nothing. It did not answer a single state-

much cannot be said in emphasizing the ment in my statement. 
service rendered rural America through Mr. CANNON. All .I ask is that the gentle
the establishment and operation of the man put in immediately following his state-
Rural Electrification Administration. ment the reply to that statement. · . 

It has completely reversed liv'ing con- The reply contradicted most of his 
ditions on the farm; it has Ghanged the statement. 
drift of population froi:n the country to Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker. will the 
the city. It has especially brought gentleman yield? 
health, happiness, and prosperity to the Mr. CANNON. I yield to the gentle-
farm wife and mother. man. . 

REA has been practically effective in Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman is pos-
Missouri and the Southwest. Farm co- sibly the best parliamentarian in the 
operatives were organized there and a House, with the exception of our House 
contract was negotiated with the South- Parliamentarian. The gentleman knew 
western Power Administration under that he eould . insert his statement any 
which SPA contracted to buy the ther- time he wanted to in the RECORD any 
mal power generated by the co-ops, rent" place he wanted to. The gentleman 
their facilities, operate those facilities, should not stand on the fioor of this 
firm up SPA waterpower witp co-op House and say that I denied him the 
steam power, and sell the firmed power· oppol'tunity of putting his state~ent · in 
to the distributing farm cooperatives at the RECORD. The gentleman did not 
a price the farmer could afford to pay. make the request to have his statement 
With this contract as security the co-ops put in the RECORD. The gentleman ce1:'
borrowed $70· million from the Govern- tainly knows that I would not have o~
ment-good loans at a fair rate of iqter- jected to having his statement put m 
est and payable in installments in 40_ the RECORD. Let us be fair about this 
~ars. This system ·was remarkably thing. . 
successful and under this contract every Mr. CANNON. That is right, let us be 
cooperative was meeting · its anllual fair about it. . 
amortization installments and service Mr. JENSEN. Yes, indeed. 
was extended to practica1ly every farm Mr. CANNON. He was ins~rting a 
and farm ·home in the territory. statement attacking me. I asked him to 

But in the 1st session of the 8Sd Con- put .in the RECORD the reply in the com
gress. -the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. mittee hearings. He declined. Then I 
JENSEN] reported a bill under which made this request: 
money was d~ied Southwestern for the 1 ask unanimous consent to put in the 
purpose of comp],ying with the Govern- RECORD hts statement and my statement ap
ment's ·contract and buying thermal pearing in the hearings on pages 866 throug~ 
power-.to firm up hydropower, and leas- ~~~~~·the volume entitled "Central section, 
ing the facilities. transmission lines, and 
pfunts in order to provide furids for the Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
amortization payments. - gentleman yield? 
. As a -result all these cooperatives are Mr. CANNON. I yield t-o the gentle-

d ·t · 1 man from .Jowa. · · now opernting at a deficit an I .is mere Y Mr. JENSEN. I did not object if the a question of time before they will be t d 
U, nable to make their payments .and in gentleman from Missouri wan e my 

statement and .his answer to my state
default will be thrown into bankruptcy; ment in the RECORD. I hope he puts them 
When tney are put UP and sold they will in right now. 
be taken ov~ by the private utilities Mr. CANNON. At the time when the 
which have been bringing suits against statement was made, he declined. 
them and paying for the printing and Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman is mak
distribution of statements submitted by· ing a mountain out of a mole hill. The 
tlie gentleman from Iowa. · It is these gentleman knows that .he could have 
statements which I am now answering asked unanimous consent to put both 
after the gentleman from Iowa declined· my statement and his answer _in the 
to yield to me for that purpos~. RECORD. · . . . 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, th~ gen- Mr. CANNON. 'That is exactly what I 
tleman says I .declined to yield to him. did .. Here is my reques~: 
I certainly did not decline to yie1d to the. I ask unanimous consent to insert in the 
gentleman. I ask~d hi~ to point out. RECOJU> 1m~iately following the remarks 
any place in the statement that he of t;Jle gentleman from Iowa hts statement 
thought were not tbe facts, and the gen- ~nd my sta:tement. 
~eman did not do it. And I was denied that privilege. 

Mr . . JENSEN. I did not deny the gen
tleman that privilege. I did not obje~t 
to having him put ·the statements m 
the RECORD~ 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN] objected, and 
the gentleman did not intercede. 

Mr. JENSEN. Now, the gentleman 
knows when Mr. HOFFMAN objected to 
that, that I had no recourse. . . 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman 'Yas 
standing there like Saul at the stonmg 
of Stephen, consenting. ·· 

. Mr. JENSEN. What <'mild I have 
done? Tell me, what could I have done? 

Mr. CANNON. It ·was only fair to 
permit me to be heard. · 

Mr. JENSEN. Tell me what I could 
have done. 

Mr. ·cANNON. Did the gentleman 
suggest to Mr. HOFFMAN that I be allowed 
to be heard? 

Yesterday the gentleman again pro
duced the trust:.print statement before 
the Committee on Government Opera
tions. And when asked wr..o prepared it 
and who printed it, who pa~d for it, the 
gentleman from Iowa could not reme~
ber who had it printed or who supplled 
the copies he was handing out. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, there is a 
limit to all things. 

Mr. CANNON, Tliere certainly is. 
Mr. JENSEN. Now, the testimony that 

I gave b.efore the committee is all 
printed for everybody to read, and I 
deny what the gentleman has said . If 
the gentleman will not twist my words 
around, I will get the statement and put 
it in the RECORD and· show the House 
exactly what I said. The gentleman 
from Missouri is a professional. as every
one knows. in twisting words to suit 
himself. ' 

Mr. CANNON. I .will not ask that the 
gentleman's words· be taken down be .. 
cause everybody knows the man who 
makes the charge. But, he was asked 
about it and he said that it was reprinted 
by a Utility company; that they paid 
for it; that they circulated it. But, he 
refused to say-, -

Mr. JENSEN. Now, Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield. 
· Mr. JENSEN. I thought the gentle
man just got through saying-and the 
whole House heard him--that I said 
'before ttie-. committee that I did not know 
who-had it 'Printed. Now the gentleman 
says I told the committee who had it 
printed. . 

Mr. CANNON.· The gentleman said 
before this committee that he did not 
know who had it printed; he could not 
name all of the utilities that joined in. 
He said ' he did not know hew much it 
cost. He said he 'did not know how many 
were circulated. 

Mr. JENSEN. And that is the truth. 
, Mr. CANNON. It is ·remarkable that 

the gentleman did not know. He had 
thls treasured repcrt which he has car
ried . around with him arid -shown on 
every possible occasion and which he 
held up here in . the House and - said:· 
"Now if that is not the truth, let some
ohe rise and deny it,·~ and then denied 
me the right to answer and explain it 
·was not true; 
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Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman, Mr. 

CANNON, did not deny or take exception 
to a single statement in my statement 
of facts regarding AP A, nor has anyone 
else, to my knowledge. 

Mr. CANNON .. Oh, the statement 
which I printed following it in the com· 
mittee took issue with statement after 
statement in it. 

Mr. JENSEN. No; it did not. 
Mr. CANNON. That is all right. We 

are going to print it in the RECORD, print 
your statement and my answer to it, and 
let the House judge for itself. 

Mr. JENSEN. Certainly. That is 
what I want. 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman had 
a bad memory. He could not remem· 
ber. He could not remember anybody 
that had it printed. He could not re· 
member how much it cost. He could not 
remember how many copies were printed, 
and he could not remember who circu· 
lated it or to whom it was distributed or 
where he got his copies. Now, that is a 
remarkable lapse of memory on the part 
of my good friend, the gentleman from 
Iowa. 

Mr. JENS~N. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield. 
Mr. JENSEN. Will the gentleman give 

me just a little time to answer him? 
Mr. CANNON. Proceed, I will yield 

to the gentleman. I hope the gentleman 
has remembered in the meantime the an· 
swer to these questions which he could 
not remember when he was before the 
legislative committee. 

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman from 
Iowa always remembers facts. The 
gentleman from Iowa does not twist 
words to suit the occasion. The gen· 
tleman fro.in Iowa inserted that state· 
ment in the hearings as the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CANNON l says. A 
few days after the hearings were printed, 
a gentleman, a member of the private 
utilities of the Soµthwest area, called me 
and asked if I cared if they reprinted the 
statement which I had made before the 
committee. I think it was May 5. 

Mr. CANNON. Who was that who 
asked you that over the telephone? 

Mr. JENSEN. I told the committee, 
I - tell you today, and . I swear to God 
that I do not remember who the man 
was, because if I did I would tell you. 

Mr. CANNON. That is rather re. 
markable, that he asked if they could 
have it reprinted and the gentleman 
does not remember who it was. 

Mr. JENSEN. It was a passing in· 
cident. He said to me, "Do you care if we 
have this statement reprinted?" I said, 
"It is. a public document, and of course 
I have no objection to it at all." He 
said, "All right." That was the end of 
the conversation . . 
. I have been a pretty busy man, as has 

the gentleman from Missouri. We have 
liad a lot of thil).gs to do. 

Mr. CANNON. That is all I want to 
know. The gentleman does n·ot remem .. 
btfr who a&ked him to have the speech 
reprinted or why they wanted to spend 

· money on it. -
·Mr. J-ENSEN. I ·will tell the gentle .. 

man what I will do, since he has gone 
this far. I will run it down and find out 
just who that gentleman was; because 

the officials of the private utilities in 
that area in my estimation are honorable 
gentleman. They are hired men for a. 
few million people, that is all. They do 
hot own the private utility. They have 
nothing to cover up. They appeared be .. 
fore the Committees of the House and 
the Senate for years. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Speaker, a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask for the regular 
order. These gentlemen are certainly 
not on the subject before the House. Is 
this a private fight or can anybody else 
get in it? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Missouri CMr. CAN!'iON] asked unanimous 
consent to speak out of order, and that 
consent was granted. 

Mr. FULTON. He is certainly speak· 
ing out of order. 

Mr. CANNON. But I am not making 
unfounded charges against a colleague 
and then refusing to give him an oppar .. 
tunity to reply. And none of the ex. .. 
penses are being paid by the power trust. 

Mr. JENSEN. This is a private fight 
between us. The gentleman from Mis· 
souri [Mr. CANNON] ·and I have had a 
good many of them and we still respect 
each other. But as far as this question 
concerning private enterprises and Gov .. 
ernment ownership, we have some dif· 
f erences. But I wish the gentleman 
would stay with the facts. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, these 
private utilities brought suit against 
REA to declare the contract of the Gov .. 
ernment with REA invalid. The courts 
twice decided that the contract was 
valid. These private utilities that 
sought to destroy the contract are the 
people who reprinted the gentleman's 
statement. The statement-undoubtedly 
was very favorable to the utilities and 
very unfavorable to REA or they would 
not have gone to the expense of paying 
for the printing and distribution. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 
Mr. JENSEN. In this contract the 

gentleman from Missouri speaks of be· 
tween southwestern Power Administra .. 
tion and the REA there was a provision 
which read like this. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker--
Mr.' JENSEN. I know the gentleman 

does not want to hear this. 
Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to 

hear anything the gentleman says, 
especially why the power trust is print .. 
ing his speeches. 

Mr. JENSEN. All right. The gentle .. 
man has criticized the committee be .. 
cause we did not go along with a provi .. 
sion in the contract that he speaks of 
which provided that any time the 
Southwestern Power Administration paid 
the unpaid loan of the REA they could 
take over thousands of miles of trans .. 
mission lines which were built by the 
REA generating and transmission com· 
panies of that area. Then it further 
provided that after the 40 .. year pay.out 
period and the REA had paid off their 
REA loan in full, · the Southwestern 
Power Administration could pay the 
REA $10, and all of those thousands of 

miles of REA transmission lines would 
belong to the Government. That was 
the provision we objected to, and every 
member of the committee will ten you 
that is the truth. Then Mr. CANNON 
called the committee gullible. I looked 
up Webster and "gullible" according to 
Webster means easily duped. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman would 
like to get away from the provisions of 
that contract. I will tell you what the 
contract provided. The contract pro· 
vided in these words-

Mr. JENSEN. Well, listen, did not the 
contract have those provisions in it? 

The SPEAKER. Both gentlemen in 
the well of the House have great respect 
for the House and are good parliamen· 
tarians: The Chair does trust that this 
matter may soon be finished. 

Mr. J}\:NSEN. I am very well satis .. 
fled, thank you Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CANNON. I will tell you what 
the contract provided. The contract 
provided that Southwestern should 
lease the facilities and provide power at 
a rate the farmers could pay. It pro .. 
vided that REA have enough income to 
meet its amortization payments; but 
after we adopted the provi~ion offered in 
the first session of the last Congress, the 
REA immediately began to lose money. 
Every one of them is running today 
at a deficit. Why? Because of a bill 
brought in by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. if the gentleman will 
yield, Ancher Nelsen the Administrator 
of REA just recently testified before our 
committee that every REA in the South
western Power area was current in 
payments. Congress has appropriated 
money to help them out over the past 
several years. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. They lappTO· 
priated the money under a Democratic 
Administration, and now they are pay· 
ing out. But the testimony was that 
every REA was running at a deficit be· 
cause of this change in the bill brought 
in by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. Yes, and by Senator 
HAYDEN'S committee. Is Senator HAYDEN 
gullible? Is Congressman MIKE KIRWAN 
gullible? Is Congressman W. F. NORRELL 
gullible? Is Congressman FENTON gum .. 
ble? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am not 
going to take up more time of the House. 
The gentleman is circulating statements 
printe'd by the utilities which brought 
suit in the courts against REA in order 
to destroy REA. 

I will extend my remarks by inserting 
here material which shows conclusively 
that was the intent. 

Mr. JENSEN. Will the gentleman in .. 
elude my statement and his answer? 
· Mr. CANNON. I asked to have it in .. 
serted in the RECORD, and the gentleman 
objected . 

In addition to pointing out the errors 
in the statement, I will also call atten .. 
tion to the discrepancies in the testi
mony before the Committee on Govern
ment Operations. 

This necessarily includes matters pre
viously discussed in connection with the 
analysis of -the statement above. 

At page 216 of the transcript of his 
testimony before the Subcommittee on 
Public Works and Resources, on July 26, 

' 
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1955, the gentleman from Iowa CMr. 
JENSEN] said: 
· He (Mr. Wright) Induced the five G. and 
T. cooperatives ln the Southwest .area to. sign 
a contract, 'that contract for leasing of all 
of the transmission lines which the G. and 
T.'s owned, to the Southwestern P.o\ver Ad
m1n1stra tion. 

On page 858 of part 3 of central sec
tion hearings on public works, under 
questioning by Mr. PHILLIPS, presidents 
of theG. and T. boards specifically denied 
there was coercion of any kind and ex
plained that the contracts offered their 
organizations the best alternative of 
those available for providing service to 
their farmer customers. 

At pages 216 and 217 Mr. JENSEN ls quoted 
as insisting that the option-to-purchase 
clause is given as the reason for setting the 
contracts aside when Mr. JENSEN was chair
man of the subcommittee. 

This provision cotild very easily have 
been changed by action of the Congress 
without destroying the entire contract. 
Further; this provision, while it has now 
been deleted, could be considered as only 
reasonable . protection for the Govern
ment investment. It has been taken out 
of the contract and need be given no 
further attention. 

On page 218 Mr. JENSEN says: "May I say 
that Ancher Nelsen, the Administrator <>f 
REA. testified before our Public Works Com
mittee about 2 months ago that all the 
REA's in the Southwestern Power area were 
.curn.mt in their payment." 

This does not give the whole story. 
On pages 374 through 378 of the hearings 
on the second supplemental appropria
tion bill, 1955, the :financial status of the 
G. and T.'s is clearly shown. All were 
operating with an accrued deficit. And 
on page 362 of the same hearings, Mr. 
Cole, of the REA, testified as follows: 

All of .the G. and T. borrowers in the SPA 
area operated at .a deficit last year. 
, At page 220 tbe statement is made that 
until th~ question of authority of Federal 
Government to purchase steam power and 
build steam plants is argued in the Supreme 
Court, Mr. JENSEN said, "It is poppycock for 
Mr. Wright or anyone else to say that this 
issue has been settled. and the legal right 
to do these things is clear." · · 

The district court has ruled that au
thority of SPA to purchase steam power 
is clear and unequivocal. The United 
States court of appeals said utilities had 
no right to raise th~ issue. REA Act 
in section 4 authorizes the Adminis
trator "to make loans for the purpose 
of financing the construction of gener
ating plants." The G. and T.'s built the 
plants-not the Federal Government. 

No objection has been made to any 
existing contracts between SPA and the 
private utilities under which SPA pur
"Chases .steam power from the private 
.utility. ' 

On pages 220-221 Mr. JENSEN'S testimony 
implies .-that - the only . questions ln suits 
brought by utility companies was on the 
matter of purchasing of st.eam poWeI' and 
l>uild1ng of st.eam plants. 

The court deciSion in the IO-company 
suit is found on pages 729 through '140 
of section 3 of the Central Section Hear-

ings on· Public Works. The court ruled 
on the· following points: 

First. That the ·contracts do not vio
late the Central Stati<>n Service provi
sion of the REA Act. 
. Second. That the contract.s do not .vio
late the rural area provision of the REA 
Act. 

Third. That the loan contracts were 
not executed for the sole benefit of SP A. 

Fourth. That the loan contracts do not 
violate the self-liquidating provision of 
section 4 of the REA Act. 
- Fifth. That the loan contract between 
REA and M. & A. Electric Power Co-op is 
legal. 

Sixth. That the lease and power con
tracts do not violate the provisions of the 
Flood Control Act. 

Seventh. That the lease and p0wer con
tracts are not illegal on any other 
grounds mentioned in the suit. 

At page 221 Mr. JENSEN stated: 
I don•t want the Federal Government or 

anyone else to attempt to run their business 
or to acquire their property by subterfuge 
or any other manner, illegal manner. 

However, on pages 763 and 764 of part 
3, Central Section hearings on Public 
Works, Mr. Green, manager of Central 
Electric Co-op, says: 

The power company (Union Electric) pro
posal provided that all control over the 
use of the capacity in the cooperatives' 161-
kilowatt transmission lines and power pla.nt 
be surrendered to the power company as i! 
these facilities were leased. Earlier we had 
severe critldsm for leasing our lines (to 
SPA), even from the power companies them
selves. In fact, we were taken to the courts 
by these power companies, and one of the 
issues was that leasing of the lines was not 
a legal and proper method, but now we 
found in these negotiations that the power 
companies themselves wanted to take the 
place of SP A. 

At pages 237 and 238 Mr. JENSEN explains 
that Minority Clerk George Green helped to 
prepare pamphlet of Mr. JENSEN'S testimony 
in part 3 o! Central Section Hearings on 
Public Works, and that it was printed by 
private utilities in Southwest area, but he 
cannot recall name of any of them. 

Comment is unnecessary. 
On page 246 Mr. JENSEN reiterates: 
In that <:onnect1on, since that statement 

was made by me and put into the hearing, not 
one person in this America of oul'S has taken 
exception to one statement of facts or figures 
in that -statement, to my .knowledge. 

But my statement immediately follow
ing Mr. JENSEN'S in the hearings at page 
875, part 3. Central · Section, Public 
Works, and which I repeatedy called to 
the attention of the gentleman from 
Iowa on the floor conclusively refutes 
the major points in the statement. 

At pages 246 and 252 many figures are used 
to show there 1s wide difference in cost of 
power to ultimate consumers and the whole. 
sale rate to the ·co-op. Impl1cat1on is that a 
small ditference 1n wholesale rate (1. e., 5.6 
mils to 10.2 mils) would have no bearing on 
ultimate cost to consumers. 

This is seriously misleading, since 
there ·will of' necessity be variations in 
the spread between wholesale and retail 
prices because of customer density, ter
rain, average customer consumption. 
and other ·factors unique to the area 
served by any given co-op. And since 

they operate without profit, a small 
change in wholesale cost per kilowatt 
must be passed on in total to the con
sumer. The small charge per kilowatt 
becomes a substantial .sum when multi
plied by the number of kilowatt-hours 
the farmer uses. 
· It is precisely this small difference at 
the point of ultimate use that brought 
about the RE.A's in· the first place. 
. Mr. Speaker, these proceedings have 
not gone unnoticed. by the press. And 
under leave granted me to insert mate
rial in the REcORD in this connection, I . 
include an article from the Washington 
Post and Times Herald of July 29, 1955, 
as follows: 

POWER PAMPHLET HELD VIOLATION 
(By Warren Unna) 

One House committee yesterday took the 
unusual step of subpenaing another com
mittee's staff member in an attempt to find 
out if an anonymously printed pamphlet on 
Midwest power problems was in violation of 
the lobbying act. 

But George S. Green, 10211 Lorain Avenue, 
Silver Spring, minority clerk to the House 
Appropriations Committee, proved to be of 
no help. . 

Green, subpenaed by the House Govern
ment Operations Public Works Subcommit
tee, said he had "assisted." Representative 
BEN F. JENSEN, Republican, Iowa, ln writing 
the "technical aspects" of the 17-page pam
phlet. But he a-Oded that the first he knew 
that possibly hundreds of thousands of copies 
had been circulated ln the Arkansas-Mis
souri-Oklahoma area was when JENSEN gave 
him one. 

Representative EARL CHUDOFF, Democrat, 
Pennsylvania, subcommittee chairman, said 
after the hearing: "There is no question 
about it; this is a violation of the lobbying 
act.'' 
. CHUDOFF explained. that the law provides. 
that anyone spending piore than $10 "for 
ihe purpose of infli;tencing legislation" must 
register with the Clerk of the House. He 
estimated "many thousands of dollars" had 
been spent on this pamphlet, Facts About. 
the Southwestern ·Power Problem, and said 
its purpose was clearly to "influence Congress 
and its legislation." 

The pamphlet reprints remarks JENSEN 
made before the Hom~e Appropriations Pub
lic Works Subcommittee May 19. In it he 
accuses Southwestern Power Administrator 
Douglas G. Wright of "a. burning and in
satiable obsession to obtain~ without regard 
to method • • • a -gigantic pow.et' empire.'" 

The pamphlet, under JENSEN'S name, char
acterizes as "canned dialog" question-and
answer . testimony between Representative 
CLARENqE CANNON (Democrat, of Missouri). 
House Appropriation5 Committee· chairman, 
f',nd WrigM. 

JENSEN'S pamphlet came to public light 
Tuesday when lle submitted it in testifying 
before CHUDoFF's hearing on administration 
power policies. He was immediately asked. 
about its origin. 
· He sald Green had written most of the 
remarks for him and then a represeutative 
of 12 private utilities in SPA's Arkansas
Missouri-Oklahoma area . bad phoned him 
for permission to reprint his speech in pam-
phlet f<>nn. . . , . 

"It was a pul;lllc document. , I cannot tell 
anyone not to reprint it," JENSEN tei;tified 
fi.t the time. .. (But). so help me God, if I die 
<:>r.. this 11pot, I do not know all the private 
utlllties that' contributed to lt. Maybe all 
ot them did, I do ·not know. n · 

Green was asked yesterday U he was the 
only one who · had helped JENSEN. 

"I couldn't say," he replied. 
Asked if he .iiaci obtained any of his data 

from the 12 private utilities in the SPA 
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area, Green answered: "I don't believe so-
in connection with this particular pam-
phlet." . · 
· Green, a former Federal Power Commis

sion employee who has b~en working with 
Representative JOHN TABER (Republican, of 
New York), on the House Appropriations 
Committee staff since 1953, said JENSEN had 
requested his help-"l ass;ume it was in my 
capacity as a minority clerk. I was instruct
ed by Mr. TABER to assist any members of the 
minority of the committee." 

I also include editorial comment from 
Labor's Daily of Saturday, July 30, 1955, 
as follows: 

The private utilities of the Southwest have 
very definitely violated the Lobby Act by 
printing pamphlets which Representative 
BEN J. JENSEN (Republican, _of .Iowa) dis
tributed to all Congressmen, a House com
mittee has decided. But the pamphlets con
tained a statement by JENSEN in opposition 
to certain funds for the Southwestern Power 
Administration. 

Also reported in the New York Times 
of July 28, 1955: 
HOUSE UNIT SE~KS PAMPHLET BACKER-PRO

PRIVATE POWER PAPER PROMPTS ONE GROUP 
To CALL CLERK OF ANOTHER 

(By C. T. Trussell) 
WASHINGTON, July 27.-A subpena was 

issued by one congressional committee today 
to require sworn testimony from a clerk of 
another .. 

This unusual action was taken in an effort 
to discover who prepared, financed, and at
tained Congresswide circulation of a pam
phlet favorable to private utilities. · It ap
peared just before a vote was taken on ap
propriations concerning both public and 
private power Interests in the Southwest. · 

It appeared to be the opening of an · in
vestigation into the power of lobbies of- the 
private power interests. 
- The ·pamphlet now at issue indic'ated that 

its author was Representative BEN F. JENSEN, 
Republican, of Iowa. Mr. JENSEN formerly 
was chairman of th,e Appropriations Sub
committee handling public utilities funds. 
It was identified, however, as having been 
almost wholly a reprint of a statement he 
had filed with a House Government Opera..1 
tions Subcommittee earlier this ¥ear. 

Mr.-JENSEN asked to be heard by the Gov
ernment Operations Subcommittee now ex
amining public-power 'policy. He said he 
had. agreed to the distribution of his state
ment among colleagues at the request of 
someone he· could not identify. 

The subcommittee, headed by Representa
tive E,\RL CHUDOFF, Democrat, of Pennsyl
vania, wanted to know more about thiS. Ex
amination of the 17-page pamphlet gave no 
hint as to who financed it or who printed it. 
Mr. JENSEN said he did .not finance it and 
did not know who published it. 

It came out, though, under the title, "Facts 
About the Southwestern Power Problem 
• • • by BEN F. JENSEN.'' It dealt, to the 
advantage of private utillties, with the sales 
of power by public projects. 

Suspicion seemed to center upon George 
Green; a minority · clerk· of· the Appropria
tions Committee. Mr. Green was in the 
room. Representative JOHN E. Moss, JR., 
Democrat, of California, asked that he be 
called t'O the stand. Representative JENSEN 
protested. Never, he held, had one congres
sional committee intruded upon the opera
tions of the statf of another. 

The chairman of the full Government Op
erations· Committee, Representative WILLIAM 
L. DAWSON, Democrat, of Illinois, neverthe
less, issued a subpena for Mr. Green. 

And the fallowing article from the 
American Public Power Association 
Newsletter of July 29, 1955: 

POWER MYSTERY: WHO PAID FOR JENSEN 
PAMPHLET BLASTING SPA? 

The Chudoff subcommittee this week ques
tioned Representative BEN F. JENSEN, Repub
lican, Iowa, and a member of the House 
Appropriations Committee staff regarding 
authorship and financial backing of an anti
public-power pamphlet which Represe.nta
tive EARL CHUDOFF said was distributed by 
the "hundreds of thousands." 

The 17-page pamphlet Facts About the 
Southwestern Power Problem, bears no indi
cation of its source other than that it re
prints testimony by Representative JENSEN 
before the Appropriations Committee with 
respect to SP A funds. 

The Iowa Congressman told the committee 
that he received a telephone call asking per
mission to reprint the testimony and that he 
assumed "the private utilities in the South
west area had that statement reprinted:" He 
provided a copy to every Member of the 
House and Senate, he added. 

In answer to questions from Chairman 
CHUDOFF, whose subcommittee has jurisdic
tion over public works and resources within 
the House Committee on Government Oper
ations, Representative JENSEN declared, "So 
help me God, if I die on this spot, I don't 
know all the private utilities that contrib
uted to it." 

Following the Jensen testimony, Repre
sentative CHUDOFF told reporters that "there 
is no question about it; this is a violation of 
the lobbying act." He admitted the possi
b1lity that the utilities which footed the bill 
for the pamphlet may be registered as lobby
ists and thus have complied with the law. 

In an effort to track down authorship of 
the pamphlet, Representative CHUDOFF drew 
from Representative JENSEN the fact that 
George S. Green, minority clerk of the House 
Appropriations Committee, aided in its prep
aration. "BEN JENSEN, the old lumberman, 
would not be capable of ·going into all those 
details so far as rates are concerned," he 
explained. 

The pamphlet attacks Southwestern Power 
Administration, whose policies are under in
vestigation by the Chudoff group, and charges 
SPA Administrator Douglas Wright with "a 
burning ·and insatiable obsession to obtain, 
without regard to method, the 'comprehen
sive plan of power distribution' whereby he 
would build a gigantic power empire." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in order 

to save the time of the House, I would 
like to make a unanimous-consent re
quest. We have many items here which 
are in technicai disagreement, and 
which are mere formalities. So I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
amendments be considered en bloc, pn 
which motions will be offered to recede 
and concur: Amendments Nos. 2, 19, 20, 
28, 29, 34, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 43, 48, 49, 50, 
58, 59, 61, 64, 78, 80, 82, 83, 85, 86, 88, 89, 
92, 95, 98, 117, 127, 128, 130, 131, 142, and 
143. 

These are matters in technical dis
agreement, and I believe there is no dif
ference of opinion on them on either 
side of the aisle. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from ·Mis
souri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the reading in 

detail of the amendments enumerated by 
the gentleman from Missouri be dis
pensed with and that they be printed in 
the RECORD. 
. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
The amendments in disagreement are 

as follows: 
Amendment No. 2: Page 2, line 4, insert: 

"Salaries and Expenses · 
"Not to exceed $25,000 of funds appropri

ated under this head in the Department of 
Agriculture and Farm Credit Administration 
Appropriation Act, 1956, for research, shall 
be available for construction of a building 
at the United States Range Livestock Experi
ment Station, Miles City, Mont." 

Amendment No. 19: Page 5, line 7, insert: 
"Agricultural conservation program service 

"Not to exceed $5 million of the appropri
ation under the head 'Agricultural Conser
vation Program Service,' in the. Department 
of Agriculture and Farm Credit Administra
tion Appropriation Act, 1955, shall be avail
able for the purposes specified under the 
head 'Agricultural Conservation Program,' in 
the Second Supplemental Appropriation Act, 
1955, and shall be merged with the amount 
provided therein." 

Amendment No. 20: Page 5, line 16, insert: 
"Commodity Credit Corporation 

"For the purpose of assisting the Com
modity Credit Corporation in selllng its 
agricultural commodities, the position of 
sales manager is hereby authorized in grade 
17 of the General Schedule of the Classifica
tion Act of 1949, as amended, in accordance 
with the standards ,and procedures of that 
act." 

Amendment No. 28: Page 8, line 19, insert: 
"Revolving Fund 

"For additional capital for the revolving 
fundJauthorized by- the Small Business Act 
of 1953, as amended, to be available without 
fiscal year limitation, $25 million: Provided, 
That this appropriation and the appropria
tion to the Small Business Administration 
for 'Salaries and expenses,' for the fiscal year 
1956, shall- be available only upon the enact
ment into law of S. 2127, 84th Congress, 1st 
session, or similar legislation, continuing the 
Small Business Administration during the 
fiscal year 1956." 

Amendment No. 29: Page 9, line 4, insert: .. 
"UNITED STATES TARIFF COMMISSION 

"That part of title .III of Public Law 121. 
84th Congress, approved June 30, 1955, which 
pertains to the appropriation for the Tariff 
Commission for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1956, is hereby amended by changing the 
period at the end thereof to a colon and 
adding the following additional . proviso: 
Ar.: provided further, That that part of the 
foregoing appropriation which is for expenses 
of trav~l shall be available, when specifically 
authorized by the chairman of the Tariff 
Commission, for expenses of attendance at 
ineeting of organizations concerned. with the 
functions anq activities of the said Com
mission." 
. Amendment No. 34: Page 12, line 9, insert: 

"Audited .claims 
. "Applicable current appropriations of the 

Department of the Navy .shall be available 
Jor the payment of claims certified by the 
Comptroller General to be otherwise due, in 
the amounts stated below, from the following 
appropriations: · 

" 'Maintenance, Bureau of Supplies and 
Accounts', fiscal year 1943, $171.48; 

"'Pay, subsistence, and transportation, 
Navy', fiscal year 1943, $3,344.24; 
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.. 'Maintenance, Bureau of Ships', fiscal 

year 1946, $5,838.42; and 
"''Transportation of things, Navy•, fiscal 

year ·1948, $1,359.86." 
Amendment No. 37: Page 37, line 24, insert: 
"SEC. 302. Funds appropriated to the mili

tary departments for military public works 
in prior years are hereby made available for 
mmtary public works authorized for each 
such department by the act of July 15, 1955 
(Public Law 161) ." 

,Amendment No. 38: Page 14, line 4, insert: 
"SEC. 303. None of the funds approprilj.ted 

in this chapter shall be expended for p~y
mtmts under a cost-plus-a-fixed-fee contract 
for work where cost estimates exceed $25,000 
to be performed within · the continental 
United States without the specific approval 
in writing of the Secretary of Defense setting 
forth the reasons therefor." 

Amendment No. 39: Page 14, line 10, insert: 
"SEC. 304. None of the funds appropriate_d 

in this chapter shall be expended for addi
tional costs involved in expediting construc
tion, unless the Secretary of Defense certifies 
such costs to be necessary to protect ~he 
national interest and establishes a reason
able completion date for each such project, 
taking into consideration the -qrgency of the 
requirement, the type and location of the 
project, the climatic and seas~nal conditions 
affecting the construction and the applica
tion of economical construction practices." 

Amendment No. 40: Page 14, line· 19, in
sert: 

"SEC. 305. None of the funds appropriated 
1n this chapter shall be used fqr the con
struction, replacement, or reactiv.ation of 
any bakery, laundry, or dry-cleaning fa
cility in the United States, its Territories or 
possessions, as to which the Secretary of De
fense does not certify, in writing, giving his 
reasons therefor, that the services to be fur
nished by such facUities .are not . ol:)tainable 
from commercial sources at reasonable 
rates." 

Amendment No. 41: Page 15, line 3, in
sert: 

"SEC. 306. Funds appropriated to the mm
tary departments for construction are here
by made available for advance planning, con
struction design and architectural services, 
as authorized by section 504 ·of the Act of 
September 28, 1951 (Public Law 155) ." 

Amendment No. 43: Page 15, line 11, in
sert: 

"Department of the Army 
••aovernment and Relief in Occupied Areas 

"For expenses, _not otherwise provided for, 
necessary to meet the responsibilities and 
obligations of the United States in connec
tion •)Vith the government or occupation of 
the 'Ryukyu Islands, including, subject to 
such authorlzatlons and llm1tat1ons as may 
be prescribed by the head of the depart• 
ment or agency concerned, tuition, travel 
expenses, and fees incident to instruction 
in the United States or elsewhere of such 
persons as may be required to carry out the 
provisions of this appropriation; travel. ex
penses and transportation; services as au
thorized by section 15 of the act of August 
2, 1946 (5 U. S. C. 55a) at rates not in excess 
of $50 per diem for individuals not to ex
ceed 10 in number; translation rights, 
photographic work, education exhibits, and 
dissemination of information, including 
preview and review expenses incident thereto: 
hire of passenger ;motor vehicles and air
craft; repair and maintenance of buildings, 
ut1llties, fac111ties, and appurtenances; and 
such supplies, commodities, and equipment 
as may be essential to carry out the purposes 
of this appropriation; $3 mllllon, · of which 
not to exceed $1,210,000 shall be available 
for administrative and information and edu
cation expenses: · Providect, That the general 

provisions of the Appropriation Act for the 
current fiscal year for the mmtary functions 
of the Department of the Army shall apply 
to expenditures made by that Department 
from this appropriation: Provided further, 
That expenditures from this appropriation 
may be made outside continental United 
States, when necessary to carry out its pur
poses, without regard to sections 355, 1136, 
3648, and 3734, Revised Statutes, as amended, 
civil service or classification laws, or pro
visions of law prohibiting payment of any 
person not a citizen of the United States: 
Provided further, That expenditures from 
this appropriation may be made, when nec
essary to carry out its purposes, without re
gard to section 3709, Revised Statutes, as 
amended, and the Armed Services Procure
ment Act of 1947 (41 U.S. C. 151-161): Pro
vided further, That expenditures may be 
made hereunder for the purposes of economic 
rehabilitation in the Ryukyu Islands in such 
manner as to be consistent with the general 
objectives of title II and III of the Mutual 
Security Act of 1954, and in the manner au
thorized by sections 505 (a) and 522 ( e) 
thereof: Provicted further, That funds ap
propriated hereunder and unexpended at the 
time of the termination of occupation by 
the United States, of any area for which 
such funds are made available, may b_e ex
pended by the President for the procurement 
of such commodities and technical services, 
and commodities procured from funds herein 
or heretofore appropriated for government 
and relief in occupied areas and not de
livered to such an area prior to the time of 
the termination of occupation, may be 
utilized by the President, as may be neces
sary to assist in the maintenance of the 
political and economic stability of such 
areas: Provided further, That before any such 
assistance is made available, an agreement 
shall be entered into between the United 
States and the recognized government or 
authority with respect to such area con
taining such undertakings -by such govern
ment or authority as the Presi~ent may de
termine to be necessary in order to assure 
the eftlcient use of such assistance in fur
therance of such purposes: Provided fur
ther, That such agreement shall, when ap
plicable, include requirements and under
takings corresponding to the requirements 
and . undertakings specified in section 303 of 
the Mutual Security Act of 1954: Provided 
further, That funds appropriated hereunder 
may be used, insofar as practicable, and 
under such rules and regulations as may be 
prescribed by the head of the department 
or agency concerned to pay ocean trans
portation charges from United States ports, 
including territorial ports, to ports in the 
Ryukyus for the movement of supplies do
nated to, or purchased by, United States 
voluntary nonprofit relief agencies registered 
with and recommended by the Advisory Com
mittee on Voluntary Foreign Aid or of relief 
packages consigned to individuals residing 
iri ·such areas: Provided further, That under 
the rules and regulations to be prescribed, 
the head of the department or agency con
cerned shall fix and pay a uniform rate per 
pound for the ocean transportation of all 
relief packages of food or other general 
classification of commodities shipped to the 
Ryukyu regardl~ss of methods of ship· 
ment and higher rates charged by particular 
agencies of transportation, but this proviso 
shall not apply to · shipments made by in
cUvidlials to individuals: Provicted further, 
That the President may transfer to any other 
department or agency any function or func
tions provided for under this appropriation, 
and there shall be transferred to any such 
department or agency without reimburse
ment and without regard to the appropria
tion from which procured, such property as 
the Director of the Bureau of · the Budget 

. shall determine to relate primarily to any 
function or functions so transferred." 

Amendment No. 48: Page 20, line 23, in
sert: 

"International claims 
''For expenses necessary to enable the 

Commission to settle certain claims as 
authorized by the act of March 10, 1950, as 
amended (22 U. S. C. 1621-1627), including 
expenses of e,ttendance at meetings of or
ganizations concerned . with the purpose of 
this appropriation; services as authorized by 
section 15 of the act of August 2, 1946 ( 5 
U. S. C. 55a), at rates not to exceed $50 per 
diem for individuals; and employment of 
aliens; $400,000: Provided, That this para
graph shall be effective only upon enactment 
into law of H. R. 6382, 84th Congress, 1st 
session." 

Amendment No. 49: Page 21, line 9, in-
sert: · 

"President's Commission on Veterans' Pen
sions 

"For expenses necessary for a special study 
of the veterans' compensation and pensions 
program, to be expended as the President 
may <iirect, $300,000." · 

Amendment No. 50: Page 21, line 13, in
sert: 

"SEC. 502. Appropriations contained in title 
I of the General Government Matters· Ap
propriation Act, 1956, available for expenses 
of travel shall be availabie, when specifi· 
cally authorized by the head of the activity 
or establishment concerned, for expenses ot 
attendance at meetings of organizations 
concerned with the function or activity for 
Which the appropriation concerned is made." 

Amendment No. 58: Page 24, line 1, in
sert: 

'~Repair, improvement, and equipment oj 
federally owned build1ngs outside the Dis
trict of Columbia 
"For an additional amount for 'Repair, im

provement, and equipment of federally 
owned buildings outside the District of Co
lumbia,' $1,150,000, to remain available until 
exi)ended: Provided, That the limitation un
der this head in the Independent Oftlces Ap· 
propriation Act 1956, on the amount avail
able for expenses of travel, is increased from 
'$145,000' to '$155,000.'" 

Amendment No. 59: Page 24, line 11, in
sert: 
"Operating expenses, Federal Supply Service 

"For an additional amount for 'Operating 
expenses, Federal Supply Service,' $200,000; 
and the limitation under this head in the 
Independent Oftlces Appropriation Act, 1956, 
on the amount available for travel expenses 
is increased by $1,000." 

Amendment No. 61: Page 24, line 18, in· 
sert: 

"For, an additional amount for 'Expenses, 
general ·supply fund.' $1 miliion, of which 
$300,000 shall be for nonrecurring moving 
and space costs in connection with the relo
cation' Of warehouse management and other 
employees into oftlce space in regional ware
houses; and the limitation under this head 
in the .Independent Oftlces Appropriation 
Act, 1956, on the amount available for ex
pe~ses of travel is .· increased by $22,500." 

Amendment No. · 64: Page 26, line 1, in
sert: 

"Strategic . and critic(J.l matertals 
"The appropriation granted under this 

head in the Independent Oftlces Appropria
tion Act 1956, .shall · be available for ·neces• 
sary expenses for transportation and 
handling, within the United States (includ
ing charges at United States ports), storage, 
security, and maintenance . of strategic 8.nd 

. critical matel'.ials acquired for the , supple
mental stockpile pursuant to section 104 
(b )- of the Agricultural Trade Development 
and Assistance Act of ·1954 (7 u. S. C. 1704 
(b)) .'' 
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Amendment No. 78: Page 30, line 17, tn-

1crt: 
'

1Tribal funds 
"For an additional amount for 'Tribal 

funds,' $?.00,ClOO, from funds to the credit of 
the .Indians of California as defined and en
rolled under the act of May 18, · 1928 ( 45 
Stat. 602), as amended, the successors in 
interest to claims against the United States 
as therein provided, for payment of expen
ses, other than attorney fees, . heretofore or 
hereafter incurred by attorneys prosecuting 
the claims of the Indians of California be
for the · Indian Claims Commission under 
contracts approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior." 

Amendment No. 80: Page 31, line 9, in
sert: 

"Drainage of anthracite .mines 
"For contributions as authorized by the 

act 'To provide for the conservation of an
thracite co~l resources through measures of 
fiood control and anthracite min~ drainage, 
and for other purposes' (Public Law 162, ap
proved July 15, 1955), $8,500,000, to remain 
available until expended." 

Amendment No. 82: Page 31, line 21, in
sert: "of which $455,000 shall be avail
able for the construction o~ fish-cultural 
facilities below Norfolk Dam," Arkansas." 

Amendment No. 83: P,age 32, line l, insert: 
"DEPAR1MENT OF AGRICULTURE 

"Forest Service-Salaries and expenses 
;'For an"' additional amount· for 'Salaries 

and expenses,' for r..ational forest protection 
and management, $30C',OOO: Provided, That 
this appropriation shall , be effective only 
upon enactment into law of H. R. 5891, 84th 
Congress." 

Amendment No. 85: Page 32, line 13, in
sert: 
"BOSTON NATIONAL HISTORIC SITES COMMISSION 

"For expenses necessary to carry out the 
provisions of the Act -of June 16, 1955 ( 69 
Stat. 136, 137, 138) •. $40,000, to remain avail
able Ul!til June 30, 1957." 

Amendment ?!o. 86: Page 32, line 18, in
sert: 
"JOHN MARSHALL BICENTENNIAL CELEBRATION 

COMMISSION 

"For an additional amount for 'John Mar
shall Bicentennial Celebration Commission' 
for c~q·ying out the provisions of the act of 
August 13, 1954 (68 Stat. 702), including 
entertainment, $82,500, to remain available 
until December 31, 1955." 

Amendment No. 88: Page 33, line 6, insert: 
"SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTlON 

"Museum of His~ory and TechnQlogy 
"For necessary ·expenses of construction of 

a building for the Museum of History . and 
Technology, as authorized by the act of 
June 28, 1955 (Public Law 106), including 
the prep~ra·~ion of plans and specitications, 
not to .exceed $75,000 for services as ·author
ized · by section 15 of the act of August 2, 
1946 (5 U. S. c. 55a), at rates not to exceed 
$100 per diem for individuals, and incidental 
expenses of the Regents of the Smithsonian 
InstitUtiori and of the Joint . Congressional 
Committee· established by said act, $2,288,000, 
to remain avauable until expended: Provided, 
That the expenses of the Joint Congressional 
Committee shall be paid upon certification of 
the Chai~man of said Committee." 

Amendment ·No. 89: Page 33, line 20, in-
sert: · .. 
"soo LOCK$ CEN~NNIAL CELE~RATioN c~M-

. . .114ISSION . ' 

"Funds appropriated for the Soo Locks 
Centennial Celebration Commission in the 
Second Supplemental Appi:opriation Act 
1955 (Public Law 240 84th Cong.), shall be 
.available for expenses of omcial entertain· 
ment." 

Amendment No. 92: Page 34, line 7, in
sert: 

-"Bureau of Employment Security 
"Salaries and Expenses, Mexican Farm Labor 

Program 
"For an additional amount for 'Sala~ies 

and expenses, Mexican farm labor program', 
$650,000: Provided, Tha.t this amount shall 
be available only upon enactment into law 
of H. R. 3822, 84th Congress, or similar legis
lation, extending authority for the importa
tion of Mexican agricultural workers," 

Amendment No. 95: Page 35, line 10, in
sert: 

"Salaries and expenses 
"For on additional amount for 'Sa.la1'ies 

and expenses', fiscal year 1955, for payment 
of retroactive pay increases granted . by ad
ministrative action, comparable to those au
·thorized by the Federal Employees Sala.:ry 
Increase Act of 1955 (69 Stat 172), $5,400, 
. to be derived by transfer from the appro
priation 'Grants to States for public assist
ance', Social Security Administration, fisca1 
year 19~5.'' 

Amendment No. 98: P.age 35, line 33, in
se.rt: 

"Salaries and expenses 
'!For an additional amount for 'Salaries 

and expenses', fiscal year 1955, for payment 
of retroactive pay increases granted by ad
ministrative action, comparable to those a.u
thorized by the Federal Employees Salary 
Increase Act of 1955 (69 Stat. 172), $76,000, 
to be derived by transfer from the appropria
tion 'Grants to States for public assistance', 
Social Security Administration, fistal yea.:r 
1955." 

Amendment No. 117: Page 41, line 3, in-
sert: · 

"Payment to the· Republic of Panamci 
"After the exchangJ of ratifications ~f the 

Treaty of Mutual Understanding and Coop
eration, signed January 25, 1955, by the 
United States of America and the Republic 
of Panama (Senate Executive F, 84th Cong., 
1st sess.; _ratification advised by the Senate) , 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to 
be paid annually (in lieu of the annual pay
ment provided under this head in the . De
partment of State Appropriation .Act, -1954), 
out of any money in the Treasury not other
wise appropriated, $1,930,000 as a paymen't to 
the Republic of Panama in accordance with 
ar1<_icle I thereof." 

Amendment No. 127: Page· 45, line 11, in
sert: 
"OFFICE OF FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER 

~E~ERAl:-

"City delivery. carriers 
"For an additional amount, fiscal year 

1947, for 'City delivery' carriers', $10,000, to 
be derived by transfer from the ·appropria'
tion 'Railway Mail Service', ft.seal year 1947." 

Amendment No. 128: Page 45, un:e i 'i. 
insert: 

"CORPORATION 

"Federal Facilities Corporation 
"The amount of the Corporation's funds 

made available under this head in title I of 
the Treasury-Post OIDce Appropriation Act, 
1956, for ad~inistrative expenses of the cor
poration, is increased from· $800,000 to 
$975,000." 

Amendment No. 130: Page .47, line 13, 
insert: 

"Salary increases, policemen and firemen 
4'The provisions of title II of Public Law 

123, approved June 30, 1955, shall apply also 
to costs ·in the fiscal year 1955 of. pay ,in
creases granted by or pursuant to Public 
Law -, 84th Congress: Provided, That this 
-paragraph shall be effective Qnly upon.-enact
ment into law of either S. 2428 or H. R. 7159, 
or similar legisl_ation." · 

· Amendment No. 131: Page 47, line 20, 
insert: 

"CAPITAL OUTLAY 

''Public building construction 
"The appropriation for ··capital outlay, 

public building construction', contained in 
the District of Columbia Appropriation Act, 
1956, shall be available for preparation of 
plans and specifications for a warehouse at 
the Children's Center and the erection of the 
following structures~ including tlie treatment 
of grm.mds: Branch library,building in Wood
ridge, new Metropolitan Police Women's Bu
reau Building (including the installation of 
telephones, telephone switchboard, and tele
typewriter system), and new tire engine house 
in the vicinity of 24~h and Irving Streets 
SE. (including instruments for receiving 
·alarms and connecting said house to the fire 
alarm system) .'' 

Amendment No. 142: Page 50, line 18, 
insert: . 

"Uniform allowances 
"SEC. 1501. The following appropriations 

and funds available to the departments ancl 
agencies, for the fiscal year · 1956, · shall be 
available for uniforms or allowances therefor 
as authorized by the act of September 1, 1954: 
as .. amended (68 Stat. 1114 and 69 Stat. 49): 

Legislative branch: . 
"Architect of the Capitol: 
" 'Capitol Buildings'; 
" 'Senate Office Buildings'· 
" 'House Office Buildings'·' 
"Independent omces: · ' 
"Civil Service Commission: 'Salaries and 

expenses'; 
"Federal Trade Commission: 'Salaries and 

expenses'; 
"General Accounting OIDce: 'Salaries and 

expenses'; · 
"!nterstate Commerce Commission: The 

appropriation available for the pay of em;. 
ployees entitled to uniforms or allowances 
therefor under said act· 

"National Advisory Committee for Aero
nautics: 'Salaries and expenses'· 

"National Labor Relations Boa'rd: 'Salaries 
and expenses'; . 

"Securities and Exchange Commission: 
'Salaries and expenses'; . 

"Smithsonian Institution: 'Salaries and 
expenses, National Gallery of Art'· 

"Veterans' Administration: ' 
:: '.G'eneral op~rating expenses'; , .' · 

Medical administration and miscellane-
ous operating expenses'; · 

"'Maintenance and operation of supply 
depots•; 

"Department of Agriculture: 
" 'Office of" the Secretary•; 
"Commodity Credit Corporation: 'Limita-

tion on administrative expenses'· 
"Department of Commerce: ' 
"Otftce of · the· Secretary: · 
" 'Salaries and expenses': 
"'Working capital fund'· 
"Bureau of the Census:' 'Salaries and ex

penses'; 
"Civil Aeronautics Administration: 'Op-

eration and regulation'; · 
"Maritime activities: 'Salaries and ex-

penses': ' -
"National Bureb.~ of Standards: 'Workin. g 

capital fund'; 
"Department of Health, Education, and 

Welfare ·: · 
"Freedmen's Hospital: 'Salaries and ex-

penses'; · 
"Public Health Service: 
"'Ass~sta;ic.e tq ~tat13s, general'; . 
"'Venereal diseases'; · · 
".'Tuberculosis'· · 

'" 'Communicailie diseases•; 
" 'Sanitary engineering activities': 
"'Disease and sanitation investigations 

and control, Territory .of Alaska': 
" 'Hospitals and medical care': 
"'Foreign qu.arantine service'; 

·" 'Indian health activities'; 
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.. 'National Institutes of Health, operat .. 
1ng expenses': 

" 'National Cancer Institute'; · 
"'Mental health activities'; 
"'National Heart Institute': 
" 'Dental health activities'; 
"'Arthritis and metabolic disease activl .. 

ties'; · 
"'Mtcrobtology activities'; 
"'Neurology and blindness activities'; 
"St. Elizabeths Hospital: 'Salaries and ex .. 

penses'; · 
"Social Security Administration: 'Salaries 

and expenses, Bureau of Old-Age and Sur .. 
vivors Insurance'; 

"Department of the Interior: 
"Office of the Secretary: 
•• 'Salaries and expenses': 
" 'Working capital fmid'; 
"Bureau of Indian Affairs: 'Education and 

welfare services'; and · 
· ·"Department of Lal;>or: . 

"Office of the Secretary: 'Salaries and ex-
pen5es.' ·· · · · · 

Atnendment No. 143 : Page 53, line 23, in
sert: . 

"SEc. l502. No part of· any appropriation 
contained tn this act, or of the funds avail
able for expenditure by any corporation in
cluded in this act, shall be used to pay the 
salary or wages of any person' who engages 
in a strike against the Government of the 
United. States or who is a member of an 
organization of Government employees that 
asserts the right to strike against the Gov
ernment of the United States, or who ad· 
vocates, or ls a member · of ·an organization 
.that 'advocates, the overthrow of the Gov
ernment of the United States by force or 
violence: Provided, That for the purposes 
hereof an affidavit shall be con~idered pdma 
facie . evidence that the i>erson making the 
affidavit has not contrary .to tbe provisions 
of this section engaged in a strike .against 
the Government 'ot the United. States, is not 
.a member of an organization of Govern
ment ·employees that asserts the right to 
strike against the Qov.ernm~rit of the United 
States, or that such person does not advo
cate,·and ts not a member of an organization 
that advocates, the overthrow of the Gov~ 
ernment of the United States by force, or 
violence: Providea further, That .any per
son who engages in a strike against the Gov
ernment of the United States or who is a 
member of -an organization· of Government 
employees that asserts tlie right tO strike 
against the Government of the United 
States, or who advocates; or who is -a mem
ber 'of an organization that advocates, the . 
overthrow of the Government of the United 

"States . by -force' or . v~olence and accepts em
ployment the salary or wages for which are 
paid from any appropriation or fund con
tained . in this· or any ot~er . act ·shall · be 
guilty of a fefony-and,·upon conviction, shall 
be fined not more :than $1,QOO or imprisoned 
for not more than 1 year; or both: Provided 
furtJ?,-er, That the above penalty clause shall 
be ln addition to, and not in substitution 
for, ariy other provisions of existing law." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr: Speaker, I move 
that the House recede from its disagree:. -
ment· to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered: 2, 19, 20, 28, 29, 34, 37, 38, 39, 
40, 41,43,48,49,50, 58, 59, 61, 64; 78; 80, 
82, 83, 85, 86, 88; 89, 92, 95, 98, 117, 127, 
128, 130, 131, 142, and 143, and concur 
therein. 

The SPEAKER. The question is . on 
the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

The motion was · agreed to. 
Tlie SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next ainendment in disagreemen~. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 3: Page 2, line 11, 

insert: 

"Animal disease laboratory facilities. 
"'For · preparation of plans and specifica

tion for construction of facilities for animul 
disease research and control, and for surveys 
to determine the cost of acquiring and alter
ing faciilties which may be made suitable. 
for such work, including employment pur
suant to the second sentence of section 706 
(a) of the Organic Act of 1944 (5 U. S. C. 
574), as amended by section 15 of the :A.ct of 
August 2, 1946 (5 U. S. c. 55a), .$500,000, to 
remain available until expended." . ' . 
: Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and conc-ur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: . .( ' . 
In lieu of the suin named in said amend-

ment insert "$250,000." · 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER.- TheClerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

"~ARITIME A9TlVITIES 

"Maritime training 
"For an additional amount for 'Maritime 

training', $115,000; and the limitation under 
this head in the Department of Commerce 
Appropriation Act, 1956, on the amount 
available for transfer to _applicable appro
priations of the Public Health Service for 
services rendered to the Maritime Adminis-
tration is in.creas~d by "$5,000.". · · 

· 'Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede.and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede · 

from its disagreement to the am_endment of 
the Senate numbered 22, an'd concur therein 
with an amendment, as ·follows: In lieu of 
the first sum named . in said amendment 

. insert "100,000." 

The motion wa·s agreed to. . 
.. The SPEAKER. The Clerk wili report 
the next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No.· 23: Page 7, line i, 

insert: ' 

"Repair of reserve fleet vessels (liquidation 
. oj contract authorization) 

"The limitation under this head in the 
Department of Commerce and Related 
Agencies Appropriation · Act, 1956, on 'tlie 
amount whic_h may be aQ.va;nced to th~ ap
propriati(>,n, 'Salaries' and· expenses, maritime 
activiti.es,' for administrative expenses is 
1pcrea5ed from '$150,00.0' to '$330,000'." 

- Mr. CANNON: Mr.- speaker, I move 
that the 'House recec:te and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 23, and concur there- . 
in with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 
of the second sum named in said amend-
ment insert "$225,000." · 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk wiil re

port the next amendment in ·disagree:. 
merit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 25; Page 7, line 

· 13, insert: 
"WEATHER BUREAU 

"Salaries and expenses 
"For an additional amount for 'Salaries 

and expenses', $1,500,000; and the limita
tion under this head in the Department of 
Commerce and Related Agencies Appropria
tion Act, 1956, on the amount available for 
improvement and operation of hurricane, 
severe storm, and tornado warning services, 
including research and construction of re
lated facilities, is increased from '$4,250,000' 
to '$5,750,000'." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment; 

The Clerk read a.s follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from · its disagreement to th.e .amendment 
· of the Senate numbered 25, and .concur 

therein with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the first sum named in said amend
ment insert "$500,000," and in lieu ·of the 
last sum named in ·said amendment insert 
"$4,750,000." 

The motion was agreed to. 
. The SPEAKER. Tlie' Clerk will report 
the next amendment in· disagreement~ 

The Clerk read a~ follows: 
Senate amendment No. 27: Page 8, line 2, 

insert: · 
"Salaries and expenses 

"For necessary expenses, not otherwise 
provid~d for, of the Small Business Admin
istration', including expenses of attendance· 
at meetings concerned with the purposes of 
this appropriation - and hire · of passenger 
motor vehicles, $2,700,000; . and in addition 
there may · be transferred to this· appropria
tion not to exceed $2,865,000 from ·the Re
volving Fund, Small Business Administra
tion, and not to exceed $535,000 from the 

· fund , for Liquidation of Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation Distaster Loans, Small 

·Business Administration, for administrative 
expenses in connection with activities 
financed under said funds: Pr.ovided, That 
the amount authorized for transfer from the 
Revolving Fund, Small Business Adminis
tra:tion, may be increased, with . the approval 
of th~ Bureau of the Budget, by such amount 
as may be required to finance administrative 
expen,ses incurred in the_ making of disaster 

· loans." · 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON" moves that •the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment 
or the Senate ;iumbered. 27, and concur 

, therein with an amendment; as follows: In 
-lieu of the first sum named in said amend-· 

, ment insert "$2,000,000." 

The motion was agreed . to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 31: Page 11, line 

·3, insert: 
"Department of the Army 

"Military Construction, Army 
"For acquisition, construction, installa

tiCm, and· equipment of temporary .or per
manent public works, military installations, 
and facilities, for the Army, as authorized 
by th,e act of September 28, 1951 (Public 
Law 155), the ·act _of July 14, 1952 (Public 
Law. 534), the act of August 7, 1953 (Public 

·Law ·209), ·the-a-ct of July 27, •1954 (Public · 

/, 

.. 
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Law 534)., the act of September 1, 1954 
(Public Law 765) , and the act of July 15, 
1955 (Public Law 161), without regard to 
sections 1136 and 373~. Revised Statutes, as 
amended, jncluding hire of passenger motor 
vehicles; to remain available until expended, 
$486,427,000, to be derived by transfer from 
the appropriation for 'Procurement and pro
duction, Army'." 

" ~; 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as ,fallows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 31, and concur 
therein with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the sum ·named in said amendment 
insert: $48.5,077,000. 

The motion was agreed to. -
The SPEAKER. The Clerk· ·wm re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
Senate amendment No. 33: Page 11, line 

19, insert: 
"Military Construction, Navy 

"For an additional amount for acquisition, 
construction, installation, and equipment of 
temporary or P.ermanent public works, naval 
installations, and facilities for the Navy, _as 
authorized by the act of September 28, 1951 
(Public Law 155), the act of July 14, 1952 
(Public Law 534), the act of August 7. 1953 
(Public Law 209), the act of July 27, 1954 
(Public Law 534), the act of September 1, , 
1954 (Public Law 765) . and the act of July 
15, 1955 (Public Law 161), without regard to 
sections 1136 and 3734, Revised Statutes, as 
amended; including hire of .passenger motor 
vehicles; furniture for public quarters; and 
personnel in the Bureau of Yarcts and Docks 
and other personal services necessary for 
the purposes of· this appropriation; $443.-
278,300, to··remain available until expe~ded." 

Mr. CAN~pN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with .·an amendment . . 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement tO the amendment of 
the Senate No. 33, and concur therein with 
an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
sum named in said amendment insert: $442,:. 
628,300. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The.SP~KER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate am.endment No. 35: Pag~ 12, line 2?,_ 

insert: 
"Department of the Air Force 

"Military Construction, Air Force 
"For an additional amount for acquisition, 

construction, installation, ~nd equipment of 
temporary or permanent public works, :mili
tary installatio"ns, and facilities for the Air 
Force as authorized by the act of Septemb~er 
11, 1950 (Public Law 783), the act of Sep- , 
tember 28, 1951 (Public Law 155) , the act of 
July 14, 1952 (Public Law 534), the act of 
August 7, 1953 (Public Law 209), the act oL 
April 1, 1954 (Public Law 325), the act of 
July 27, 1954 (Public Law 534), the act of 
September 1, 1954 '(Public Law '765), and of 
the Act ·of July 15, 1955 (Public Law 161). 
without regard to sections 1136 and 3734, 
Revised Statutes, as amended;.' including hire 
of pa_ssenger. motor vehicles, tncludi:pg re
search and development facilities at W!"ight-·. 
Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio; to re
main available until expended, $1,081,316,000 
of which $255 million shall ~e derived by 

transfer from the appropriation •procure
ment and Production', Army: Provided, Tha:t 
not to exceed $350,000 of this appropriation 
shall be used for the purposes authorized 
by section 303 of the act of July 15, , 1955 
(Public Law 161), and not to exceed $2,667,· · 
000 of this appropriation shall be used for 
medical facllities at the Lincoln Air Force 
Base, Lincoln, Nebr., as authorized by section 
301 of the act of July 15, 1955 (Public Law 
161) ." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 35, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed by said amendment· in
sert: 

"Department of the Air Force 
"Military Construction, Air Force 

The Clerk read as fallows: 
Mr. CA~NoN moves that the House recede · 

from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 56 and concur there
in with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed by said amendment 
insert: 
"Sites and planning, purchase contract, and 

· public buildings projects 
"For expenses necessary in carrying out 

the provisions of the Public Buildings Pur
chase Contract Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 518). 
$15 mlllion, to remain available until ex
pended and .to be i~ addition to and avail
able for the same purposes as any unobli
gated balances which have been or may be 
made available, by any law enacted during 
the first session of the 84th Congress, for 
carrying out ·the purposes of said act: Pro· 
vided, That any such unobligated balances 
may be consolidated with this appropria
tion." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read ns fallows: 
Senate amendment No. 62: Page 25, line ,l, 

insert: 
"Survey of Government '.Records, Records 

Management, and Disposal Practices, G~n
eral Services Administration: For necessary 
expenses, including not to exceed $50,000 for 
administrative expenses, in connection with 
conducting surveys of Government records, 
and records creation, maintenance, man
agement 'and disposal practices in Federa.1 
agen;cies, pursua_nt to sections ~05 and 506 of 
tll-e Federal Prop~rty . and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949, as amended, $300,000: 
Provided, That notwithstanding any other 

"For an additional amount. for acquisition, 
construction, installation, and equipment <'f 
temporary or permanent public works, mili
tary installations, and facilities for the Air 
Force as authorized by the act of September 
11, 1950 (Public Law 783), the act of Sep
tember 28, 1g51 (Public Law 155). the act 
of July 14, 1952 ·(Public Law 534), the act 
of August 7, 1953 (Public Law 209, the act 
of April 1, 1954 (Public Law 325), the act of 
July 27, 1;954 (Public ·Law 534), .the act of 
September 1, 1954 (Public Law 765), and of 
the act of July 15, 1955 (Public Law 161), 
without regard to sections 1136 and 3734, 
Revised Statutes, as amended; including hire 
of passenger motor. v~hicles, including re
search and development facilities at Wright
Patterson Air Fore~ Base, Dayton, Ohio; to 
remain available until expended, $994,291,-
000 of which $:.!55,000,000 shall be derived by 
transfer from the appropriation "Procure
ment and production, Army": Provided, That 
not to exceed $350,000 of this appropriation 
shall be used for the purposes authorized by . 
section 303 of the act of July 15, 1955 (Pub· 

· provision of s_aid act, the Administrator shall 
have final authority in all matters involving 
the conduct of surveys and the implementa
tion of recommendations based on such sur
veys: Provided further, That the 1 year 
limitation in section 208 (b) of the Federal 

lic ~aw 161) ." · Property and Administrative Services Act of 
1949, as amended, shall not apply to the The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re
port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 56: .Page 22, line 20, 

insert: 

. procurement of services in connection with 
the conduct of such surveys: Provided fur
ther, That a. detailed quarterly report on 
the progress 9f ea,ch survey conducted here
under shall be made to the Appropriations 
Committees of the CongressL" 

"Sites and planning, purchase contract, and 
public buildings projects 

"For expenses necessary in carrying out 
the provisions of the Public Buildings Pur
chase Contract Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 518), 
$15 million, to remain · available until ex
pended and to be in addition to and avail
able for the same purposes as any unobli
gated balances which· have been or may be 
made available, by any law enacted during 
the first session of the 84th Congress, for 
carrying out the purposes of said act: Pro-_ -
vided, That any such unobligated_ balances 
may be consolidated with this appropriation. 

"The aggregate of annual payments for 
amortization of principal and interest there· 
on required by all purchase contracts en
tered into during the ~cal year 1956 pur
suant to the Public Buildings Act of 1949 
(63 Stat. 176), as amended by the Public 
Buildings Purchase Contract Act of 1954 
(68 Stat. 518), shall not exceed $10 million, 
in addition to the unused portion of the 
$5 million limitation applicable prior to 
July l, 1955, under section 411 (a) of the said 
Public Buildings Act· of 1949, as amended." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House. recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment . 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker.' I move 
that the House insist on its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 62. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk -read as fallows: 

I 

Senate amendment No. 75: Page 29, line 1, 
insert: 

"National Security Training Commission 
"Salaries and Expenses 

"For necessitrY expenses of the National 
Security Training ·commission, including 
services as authorized by section 15 of the 
act of August 2, 1946 (5 U. S. C. 55a), at 
rates for individuals not in excess of $50 
per diem, and contracts with temporary or 
part-time employees may be renewed an
nually; and expenses of attendance at meet
ings concerned with the purposes of this 
appropriation; $80,000: Provided, That this 
paragraph shall be effective only upon enact
ment into law, during the 1st session of the 
84th Congress, of H. R. 7000, or similar legis- · 
lation: Provided fur~her, That this appro
priation may be used to reimburse the appro
priation 'Special Projects, Executive OfHc~ -
of the President,' for obligations incurred 
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against said appropriation, prior to the en
actment: of this act, ior expenses o! the Com· 
mission"." · 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move · 
that the House recede and concur in the
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

.from its disagreement to the amendme~t o.f 
the Senate numbered 75, and. concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed by said amendment 
insert: 

"National Security Training Commission 
"Salarles and Expenses 

"For necessary expenses of the National 
Security Training Commission, including 
services as authorized by section 15 of the 
act of August 2, 1946 (5 U.S. C. 55a), at rates 
for individuals not in excess of $50 per diem, 
and contracts with temporary or part-time 
employees may be renewed annm:.lly; and 
expenses of attendance at meetings con
cerned with the purposes of this appropria
tion; $40,000." ,. 

The motion was agreed to~ 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
. The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 76: Page 29, line 

17, insert: 
"Selective Service System 

"Salaries and Expenses 
"The amount made available under this 

head in the Independent Offices Appr_opria
tion Act, 1956, for registration, classification, 
and induction activities of local boards, shall 
a]J;o be availabie during the current fiscal 
year for expenses of the National Advisory 
Committee on the Selection of Physicians, 
Dentists, and Allied Specialists, including 
not to exceed $30,000 for expenses of travel." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as f ollpws: 
.Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 76, and concur therein 
with an amendment, ·as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed by said amendment 
insert: 

·The Clerk re~d as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from tts disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbered 84, and concur 
therein with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend
ment insert: "$120,000." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will , re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

~ The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 34, line 16, insert the following: 

"Wage and Hour Division 
"Salaries -and Expenses 

"For an additional amount for 'Salaries 
and expenses', $2,185,000: Provided, That 
this amount and the amount appropriated 
in this act for 'Salaries and expenses, Office 
of the Solicitor', shall be available only upon 
enactment into law of S. 2168, 84th Con
gress, or similar legislation, increasing the 
minimum wage." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

·The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 93, and concur there
in with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment in
sert "$1,500,000." 

The motion was agreed to. 
. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 

the next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 35, line 8, insert: 

"Grants to States for poliomyelitis 
vaccinatiOn 

."For grants to States for carrying out the 
purposes of .the Poliomyelitis Vaccination 
Assistance Act of 1955, $60,000,000: Provided, 
That this appropriation shall become ef
fective only upon · the enactment into law 
o~ H. R. 712.6 or S. 2501, 84th Congress." 

Mr. CANNON. M:r. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as ·follows: 
"Selective Serviee System 
"Salaries and Expenses Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment pf 
"Not to exceed $180,000 of the amount the Senate numbered 104, and concur therein 

made available under this head in the Inde- with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
pendent Offices Appropriation ,Act, 191>6, for the sum named in said amendment insert 
registration, classification, and · induction "$30,000,000." 
activities of local boards, shall be available 
during. the _ current fiscal year for expenses The motion was agreed to. 
of the National Advisory Committee on the The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
Selection of Physicians, Dentists. and Allied the next amendment in disagreement. 
Specialists, including not to exceed $30,000 The Clerk read as follows: 
for expenses of travel." 

Page 39, line 13, after "Congress", insert 
The motion was agreed to. a colon and the following: "Provided, That, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report in addition to tra~sfers authorized by law, 

the next amendment in disagreement. $101,000,000 of unexpended balances avan-
The Clerk read as follows: able under this head shall be transferred 

to the appropriation 'Operating expenses, 
Page 32, line 7, insert the following: Atomic Energy Commission'." 

"ALEXANDER HAMILTON BICENTENNIAL 
coMMissioN Mr. CANNON. · Mr. Sl:>eaker, I move 

"For an additional amount for 'Alexander that the House recede and concur in the 
Hamilton Bicentennial Commission•. $122,- Senate amendment with an amendment. 
162, to remain available until expended: The Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, That t.his appropirati-0n shall be- Mr. CANNON moves that the House recede 
come effective only upon the enactment into from its disagreement to the amendment of 
Ia:w of S. 1395." . the Senate numbered 109, and concur therein 

Mr. CANNON . . Mr. Speaker, I move . with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
that · the House recede and concur in the sum proposed by said · amendment insert 
the Senate amendment with an amend- "$9o.ooo,ooo." 
E1ent. The m·otion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re
port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 40, liJ?.e 20, insert the following: 

"Extension and remodeling, State Depart-
. ment building 
"For expenses necessary for planning the 

extension and remodeling, under the super
vision of the General Services Administra
tion, of the State Department building, 
Washington, D. C., to remain available until 
expended, $2,500,000, to be transferred to the 
General Services Administration." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
.Mr. CANNON mo\7es that the House recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate numbe.red 116, and concur 
therein with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed by· said amend
ment insert "$1,000,000." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. · The Clerk will re

port the next amendment in disagree
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows:. 
Page 44, line 7, insert the following: 
"Funds aPPTopriated to the President 

"Emergency Fund for International Affairs 
"For expenses necessary to enable the 

President to take such measures as he deems 
appropriate to meet extraordinary or un
usual circumstances arising in the inter
national affairs of the Government, $6,000,-
000, to remain available until expended, for 
use in the President's discretion and with
out regard to such provisions of law as he 
may specify: Provided;, That the President 
shall transmit to the Committees on Appro
priations of the Senate and of the House of 
Representatives, :pot less often than quar
terly, ·a full , report of expenditures under 
this. appropriation." 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House recede and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON moves that the Hou.Se recede 

from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 123, and concur therein 
with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the sum · proposed by said amendment in
sert: "$5,000,000." 

The motion was agreed to. 
, A motion to reconsider the votes by 

which action was taken on the several 
motions was laid on the table. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have the privilege of extending their 
remarks at this point in the RECORD in 
regard to the supplemental appropria
tion bill just considered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request ot the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no ~bjection. 

~AIR LABOR STANDARDS AMEND
MENTS OF 1955 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Sl>eaker, I call up · 
the conference report on the bill (8. 
2168) to amend the Fair Labor Stand
ards Act of 1938 in order to increase the 
national minimum wage, and for other 
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purposes, and ask unanimous consent 
that the statement of the manag-ers on 
the part of the House be read in · ueu of 
the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the Tequest of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk ·read the statement. 
The conference report and statement 

are as fallows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT NO. 1561) 
The committee of conference on the dis

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill {S. 
2168) to amend the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 in order to increase the national 
minimum wage, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the House and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to 
be inserted by the Hou13e amendment insert 
the following: "That this act may be cited 
as the 'Fair · Labor Standards Amendments 
of 1955'. 

"SEC. 2. Subsection { d) of section 4 of 
the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938, as 

·amended, is amended by adding at the end 
thereof the following: 'Such report shall 
contain an evaluation and appraisal by the 
Secretary of the minimum wages established 
by this Act, together with his recommenda
tions to the Congress. In making such eval
uation and appraisal, the Secretary shall take 
into consideration. any changes which may 

· have occurred in ·the cost of living and in 
.productivity and the level of wages in manu
facturing, the ability of employers to absorb 
wage increases, and such other factors as he 
may deem pertinent.' 

"SEC. 3. Effective March 1, 1956, paragraph 
· (1) of subsection (a) of section 6 of such 
·Act is amended by striking out '75 cents' and 
inserting in lieu thereof '$1 '. 

"SEC. 4. Effective July 1, 1956, subsection 
{a) of section 8 of such Act is amended by 
inserting at the end thereof the following: 
'Minimum rates of wages established in ac
cordance with this section shall be reviewed 
by such a committee at least once each fiscal 
year.' 

"SEC. 5. '{a) Subsection (a) of section 5 
of such Act is amended by striking out 'and 
the administrator• in the last sentence. 

"{b) Subsection (b) of section 8 of such 
Act is amended by striking out the second 
sentence and inserting in lieu thereof the 

. following: 'The industry committee shall 
investigate conditions in the ii;idustry and 

· the committee, or any authorized subcom
mittee thereof, shall after due notice hear 
such witnesses and receive such · evidence as 
may be necessary or appropriate to enable 
the committee to · perform its duties and 
!unctions under this Act.' 

"{c) Subsection (c) of section 8 is amended 
by striking out •and the Administrator' in 
the second sentence. 

{d) Subsection {d) of section 8 of such 
Act is amended to read as follows: 

" ' { d) The industry committee shall file 
with the Secretary a report containing its 
findings of fact and recommendations with 
respect to the matters referred to it. Upon 
the filing of such report, the Secretary shall 
publish such recommendations in the Fed
eral Register and shall provide by order that 
the recommendations contained in such re
port shall take effect upon the expiration of 
15 days after the date of such publication.' 

" ( e) Subsection ( e) of section 8 of such 
Act is amended by striking out the last sen• 
tence. 

"(f) Subsection (a) of section 10 of such 
Act is amended to read as follows: 

"'SEc. 10. {a) Any person aggrieved by an 
order of the Secretary issued under section 8 
may obtain a review of such order in the 
United States Court of Appeals for any cir
cuit wherein such person resides or has his 
principal place of business, or in the United 
States Court of Appeals for the District of 
Columbia, by filing in such court, within 60 
days after the entry of such order a written 
petition praying that the order of the Secre
tary be modified or set aside in whole or in 
part. A copy of such petition shall forth
with be served upon the Secretary, and there
upon the Secretary shall certify and file in 
the court a transcript of the record of the 
industry committee upon which the order 
complained of was entered. Upon the filing 
of such transcript such court shall have ex
clusive jurisdiction to affirm, modify, or set 
aside such order in whole or in part, so far 
as it is applicable to the petitioner. The 
review by the court shall be limited to ques
tions of law, and findings of fact by such 
industry committee when supported by sub
stantial evidence shall be conclusive. No 
objection to the order of the Secretary shall 
be considered by the court unless such objec
tion shall have been urged before such indus
try committee or unless there were reason
able grounds for failure so to do. If applica
tion is made to the court for leave to adduce 
additional evidence, and it is shown to the 
satisfaction of the court that such additional 
evidence may materially affect the result of 
the proceeding and that there were reason
able grounds for failure to adduce such evi
dence in the proceedings before such indus
try committee, the court may order such ad
ditional evidence to be taken before an in
dustry committee and to be adduced upon 
the hearing in such manner and upon such 
terms and conditions as to the court may 
seem proper. Such industry committee may 
modify the initial findings by reason of the 
additional evidence so taken, and shall file 
with the court such modified or new fin.dings 
which if supported by substantial evidence 
shall be conclusive, and shall also file its -rec
ommendation, if any, for the modification or 
setting aside of the original order. The 
judgment -and decree of the court shall be 
final, subject to rev!ew by the Supreme 
Court of the United States upon certiorari 
or certification as provided in section 1254 
of title 28 of·the United States Code. 

"SEc. 6. The term 'Secretary' as used in 
this Act and in amendments made by this 
Act means the Secretary of Labor." 

And the House agree to the same. 
GRAHAM A. BARDEN, 
AUGUSTINE B. KELLEY, 
ADAM C. POWELL, Jr., 
SAMUEL K. McCONNELL, Jr., 
RALPH W. GWINN, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
PAUL H. DOUGLAS, 
MATTHEW M. NEELY, 

By P.H. D. 
JOHN F. KENNEDY, 
H. ALEXANDER SMITH, 
BARBY GOLDWATER, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
.two Houses on the amendment of the House 
to the bill, {S. 2168) to amend the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 in order to increase 
the national minimum wage, and for other 
purposes, submit the following statement in 
explanation.of the effect of the action agreed 
.upon by the conferees and recommended in 
the accompanying conference report: 

The House amendment struck out all .of 
the Senate bill after the enacting clause 
and inserted a substitute amendment. The 
conferees have· agreed to . a substitute for 
both the Senate bill and the House amend-

ment. Except for clerical and necessary con
forming changes, the following statement 
explains the differences between the House 
amendment and the substitute agreed -to in 
conference. 

SHORT TITLE 

The Senate b111 provided that it may be 
cited as the "Fair Labor Standards Amend
ments of 1955.'' No similar provision was 
included in the House amendment. The 
House rece.des and the provision is included 
as the first section of the substitute agreed 
to in conference. 

REPORT BY THE SECRETARY OF LABOR 

The Senate bill provided that the Secretary 
of Labor shall inclu,de in his annual report 
to Congress an evaluation and appraisal of 
the minimum wages established by the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938, together with 
recommendations for any changes in 
amounts he deems desirable. It provided 
that, in making this evaluation and ap
praisal, the Secretary shall take into account 
changes in the cost of living and in produc
tivity and wage levels in manufacturing, the 
ability of industries to absorb wage increases, 
and other pertinent factors. No similar pro
vision was included in the House amend
ment. 

This provision, with two changes, is in
cluded as section 2 of the conference sub
stitute. The conferees agreed to strike the 
reference to recommendations for changes 
in the amounts of minimum wages, leaving 
the Secretary free to make any recommenda
tions he deems desirable with respect to the 
matters covered by the act. The second 
change was to require that the Secretary take 
into account the ability of "employers" 
rather than "industries" to absorb wage in
creases. The minimum wages established by 
the act apply to "employers" as the term is 
defined in the act; the change is designed to 
insure that ability to absorb wage increases 
is determined by reference solely to the per
so:nE? who must pay the increased rates. 

MINIMUM WAGE RATE AND EFFECTIVE DATE 

Section 3 of the conference substitute 
raises the minimum wage rate under sec
tion 6 (a) { 1) of the act from 75 cents to 
$1 an hour, effective March 1, 1956. Except 
for technical changes in language, this pro
vision is the same as the House amend
ment. 

ANNUAL REVIEW OF MINIMUM WAGE RATES IN 
PUERTO RICO AND THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 

The Senate bill pro.vided that minimum 
wage rates establis.hed under the act for 
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands shall be 
reviewed by an industry committee at least 
once each fiscal year. Under existing law, 
no such periodic review is required. . The 
House bill contained no similar provision. 
The House recedes, and the provision is in
cluded as section 4 of the conference substi
tute. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF MINIMUM WAGE RATES FOR 
PUERTO RICO AND THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 

The Senate bill contained several provi
sions dealing with the establishment of 
minimum wage rates for Puerto Rico and 
the Virgin Islands. These included a pro
vision changing the procedures for review 
by the Secretary of Labor of industry com
mittee recommendations, and a provision 
for mandatory percentSige increases in such 
minimum wage rates. The House amend
ment contained no such provisions. The 
conferees have agreed upon a substitute for 
these provisions, which is included as sec
tion 5 of the conference agreement. 

This substitute eliminates the Secretary o:f 
Labor's authority (now vested in him by sec. 
8 {d) of the act) to approve or .disapprove 
industry committee recommendations. Sec
tion 8 (d) is amended to require that an in
dustry committee file a report with the Sec
retary of Labor, containing findings of fact 
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by the committee, along · with its recom- · 
mendations. When such report is filed with 
the Secretary the substitute amendment re
quires that he publish the committee's 
recommendations in the Federal Register. 
These recommendations will then become 
effective at the expiration of 15 · days from 
the date of publication. 

the conference the House conferees agreed 
to the Senate amendment. 

THOMAS J. LANE> 
E. L. FORRESTER, 
Wll.LIAM E. MILLER, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

Section 8 (b) is amended to make certain 
that there will be notice and opportunity 
for hearings before an industry committee in 
its survey of wag,e rates for Puerto Rico and 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the conference report. 

the Virgin Islands. . 
Section 10 (a) of the present law provides 

for court review of wage · orders for Puerto 
Rico and the Virgin Islands. The substitute 
amendment changes the language of sec
tion 10 (a) to reflect the changes in the 
manner in whi<:h these Puerto Rican and 
Virgin Islands wage rates will become effec
tive. 

GRAHAM A. BARDEN, 
AUGUSTINE B. KELLEY, 
ADAM C. POWELL, Jr., 
SAMUEL K. McCONNELL, Jr., 
RALPH W. GWINN, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to; 
a motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

ORRIN J. BISHOP . 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 

conference report on the bill (H. R. 4249) 
for the relief of Orrin J. Bishop, and ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
of the managers on the part of the House 
be read in lieu of th.e report. 

The Clerk i:ead the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Mas-· 
sachusetts? . 

. There was no objecti.on. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
The conference report and statement 

are as fallows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT'. No. 1569) 
The committee of conference on the dis

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the. 
amendments: o! the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4249) for the relief of Orrin J .. Bishop, hav
ing met, after full and free conference, have
agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree-. 
ment to the 'amendment of the Senate and 
·agree to the same. 

THOMAS J. LANE, 
E. L. FORRESTER, 

WILLIAM E. MILLER, 
Man_ager~ on the Part of the House. 

HARLEY M. KILGORE, 
PRICE DANIEL, 
HERMAN WELKER, 
JOHN M. BUTLER, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on ·the disagreeing votes ot 
the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 4249) for the relief 
of Orrin J. Bishop submit the following 
statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon by the conferees and 
recommended' in the accompanying confer
ence report: 

The bill as passed by the House would per
mit the payment of attorney fees not in ex
cess of-10 percent. The Senate amended the 
bill by striking out this provision and stated · 
that no part o! the appropriation in this act 
shall be paid to any a.ttorney or agent. At 

The conference report was agreed to; 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

VICTOR HELFENBEIN 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the 

conference report on the bill <H. R. 5078) 
for the relief of the estate of Victor 
Helfenbein, and ask unanimous consent 
that the statement of the managers on 
the part of the House pe read in lieu of 
the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
The conference report and statement 

are as follows: 
CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. No. 1584) 
The committee of conference on the dis· 

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5078) for the relief of the estate of Victor 
Helfenbein having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses 
as. follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Seuate and 
agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: 

Strike out the matter proposed to be 
stricken out by the amendment of the Sen
ate, insert the matter proposed to be in
serted by the amendment of the Senate, and 
on page 1, line 6, of the House engrossed 
bill strike out "$6,500" and insert in lieu 
thereof "$5,000"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

THOMAS J. LANE, . 

CHARLES A. BOYLE, 
WILLIAM E. MILLEll, 

Managers on. the Part of the House. 
HARLEY M. KILGOU, 
JoHN L. McCLELLAN, 
PRICE DANIEL, 
HERMAN WELKD, • 
JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER, 

Managers en the Part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the d1.sagree1ng votes of 
the two Houses ·on the amendments of tl1e 
Senate to the bi11 (H. R. 5078) for the relief 
of the estate of Victor Helfenbein, submit 
the following statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon by the con
ferees and recommended in the accompany
ing conference report: 

The bill as passed by the House would 
permit the payment of attorney fees not to 
exceed 10 p~rcent. The Senate amended the 
bill by striking out this provision and 
stated that no attorney or agent shall re
ceive any part of the appropriation in this 
act. In the conference the House conferees 
agreed to the Senate amendment. 

As passed by· the House, the bill provided 
authorization for $6,500 to be paid: the es
tate of Victor Helfenbein. The Senate re
duced this amount to $3,500~ At the con
ference the amount agreed upon was $5,000. 

THOMAS J. LANE, . 
CHARLES A. BoYLE, 

. Wn.LIAM E. MILLER, 
.Managers on .the .Pan of. the House .. . 

The SPEAKER. · The question is on 
the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to; 
and a motion to reconsider was laid oi;i 
the table. 

REPORTS FROM THE COMMITTEE 
ON RULES . 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that during the 
remainder of :this session it shall be in 
order to consider at any time reports 
from the Committee on Rules as provided 
in clause 21, rule XI, except that the pro
vision requiring a two-thirds vote to 
consider such reports shall be waived. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

PRiV ATE CALENDAR 
The SPEAKER. This is Private Cal

endar day. The Clerk will call the first 
individual bill on the Private Calendar. 

HARQLD SWARTHOUT ANDL. R. 
· SWARTHOUT 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 476) for 
the relief of Harold Swarthout and L. R. 
Swarthout. 

There being no objection; the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, (1) to Harold 
Swarthout the sum of ~10,000, in full satis
faction of the claim of the said Harold 
Swarthout against the United Btates for 
compensation for permanent. injuries sus
tained as a result of the severe burns he re-. 
ceived when an Army practice bomb that he 
was examining, while playing in the yard of 
a neighbor on April 3, 1943, exploded when 
accidentally dropped, and (2) -to L. R. 
Swarthout, of Burns, Oreg., father of the said 
Harold Swarthout, the sum of ·$4,625.20, in 
full satisfaction of his claim against the 
United States. for reimbursement o.f medical, 
nursing, hospital, and other expenses. in
curred by him on account of the injuries s·o 
sustained by the said Harold Swarthout: 
Proviaed, That no part of the amount appro
priated in this act in excess of 10 percent 
thereof shall be paid oi' delivered to or re
ceived by any agent or attorney on account 
of services rendered iI;i connectJ.on with this 
claim, and' the same shall be unlawful, any 
contract to· the · cont;rary notwithstanding. 
Any· person violating the provisions of this 
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor 
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined 
in any sum not exceeding $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
arnd a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

ffiENE C. <KARL) BEHRMAN 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 92) for 
the relief of Irene C. <Karl> Behrman. 

There ·being no objection~ the Clerk 
read the bill,. as follows:-. 
. Be. it enacted, etc:, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
P8:Y· out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Irene C. (Karl) 
Behrman~ the ·sum of $8,194.39, in full sat
isfaction oc her claim against the United 
States for compensation for loss of eerta.in 
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personal property resulting from her forced 
evacuation, on or about Jupe 26, 1950, from 
Seoul, Korea, \yhere ahe was serving as a 
service club director with the Special Serv
ices Section," ·United States Army Forces: 
Provided, That no part of the amount appro..: 
priated in this. act shall be paid or delivered 
to or recetved by any agent or attorney on. 
account of services rendered in connection 
with this claim, and the same shall be un
lawful, any contract to the contrary not
withstanding. Any person violating the pro
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof 
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding 
$1,000. . 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, . and 
passed, and a motion to recon5ider was 
laid on the table. 

ELKAY MANUFACTURING CO. 
The Clerk called the bill (8. 135). for 

the relief of the Elkay Manufacturing 
Co., of Chicago, Ill. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directe_d t!J 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to the Elkay Manu
facturing Co.; of- Chicago, ·Ill,; the · sum of 
$5,190.15. The payment of such sum· shall be 
in full satisfaction of all claims of the said 
Elkay Manufacturing Co. against the United 
States for additional compensation under the 
contract No. SAPH 55725 (NIH), between. 
f?UCh company ~nd the National Institutes 
of Health, for the construction of certain 
stainless steel d9g and monkey. cages. Such 
sums plus the amount of co:i:npepsation here
tofore received by the Elkay Manufacturing 
Co. represents the actual costs incur.red by it 
fn manufacturing such cages, it having sub
mitted its bid under the erroneous impres
sion that each unit to be manufactured was 
to consist of only one cage, whereas in fact 
each unit was to consist of two cages: Pro
vided, That no part or the amount appro-
prlated in this act shall be paid or delivered 
to or received. by any agent or attorney on 
account of services rendered in connection 
with this claim, and the same shall be' un-· 
lawful, any contract to the contrary notwith
standing. An_y person violating the provi
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor and_ upon conviction ·thereof 
shall be fined .in any sum not exceeding 
$1,000. 

The bill was ordered to b~ read a third. 
time, was . read the ~bird time, . and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

MRS. MARIA DEL MUL 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. _ 929) . · 

for the relief of Mrs. Maria Def Mul. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows; 
Be it enactect, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and National~ty Act, Mrs. 
Marla Del Mul shall be held and considered 
to have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent resldenc~ as of the date 
o! the enactment of this act, upon payment 
ot the required visa fee. · 

The bill was. ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read-the third. 
t~me, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on. the table. 

CI--778 

·ALICE E>UCKETT ' .. 

The Clerk called the .bill <H.' R. io05) 
for the relief of Alice Duckett. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Allee Duckett shall be held and considered 
to have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence as of the 
date of the enactment of this act, upon pay
ment of the required visa fee. Upon the 
granting of permanent residence to such 
alien as provided for in this act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota for the first year that 
such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time. and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

CHUNG FOOK YEE CHUNG 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1014) 

for the relief of Chung Fook Yee Chung. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That for the purposes 

of the Immigration and · Nationality Act, 
Chung Fook Yee Chung shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United States for permanent resi
dence as of the date of the enactment of· 
this act, upon payment of the required visa 
fee. Upon the granting of permanent resi
dence to such alien as provided for in this 
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control officer to deduct one 
number from the ap:gropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid or. the table. 

MRS. ESTHER CHAN LEE (ETA LEE) 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1074) 
for the relief of Mrs. Esther Chan Lee 
<Eta Lee). 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act. 
Mrs. Esther Chan Lee (Eta Lee) shall be 
held and considered to have been lawfully 
admitted to the United States for perma
nent residence as of the date of the enact
ment of this act, upon payment of the re
quired visa fee. Upon the granting of per
manent residence to such alien as provided 
for in· this act, the Secretary of. State shall 
instruct the proper quota-control omcer to · 
deduct one number from the- appropriate 
quota for the first year that such quota ls 
available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third · 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

' ' 

GUENT~ER KASCHNER 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. ·1104> 

for the relief of Guenther Kaschner. 

Kaschner may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence if he 1s found 
to be otherwise admissible under the provi
sions of that act: Provided, That this e~emp
tion &ball apply only to a ground for exclu
sion of which the Departmentcof State or the 
Department of Justice have knowledge prior 
to the enactment of this act. 

With the following committee amend-
ment: 

Page l, line 9, strike out the word "have•• 
and substitute "had." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to. be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third · 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

HARRY JOHN WILSON 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1137) 

for the relief of Harry John- Wilson. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Harry John Wilson shall be held and con
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to 
the United States. for permanent residence: 
as of the date of the enactment of this act 
upon payment of the ;required visa fee. Upon 
the granting of permanent residence to such 
alien as provided for .in this act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota-. 
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota for the first year that 
such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrosseG 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MRS. FJ3THER MORENO 
The Clerk called the bill- <H. R. 1208) 

for the relief of Mrs. Esther Moreno. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be i.t enacted, etc., That, for the purpose ·of 

section 202 (a) o! the Immigration and' Na_.. 
tionality Act, Mrs. Esther Moreno shaff be 
held to be a native of France. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time. was read the third 
time, al)d passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

NUMERIANO LAGMAY 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1209) 
for the relief of Numeriano Lagmay. 
· There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Numertano Lagmay shall be· held and con
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence · 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee. Upon 
the granting etf permanent residence to such 
alien as provided for in this act, the Secre-· 
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota·-· 
control omcer to deduct one number !rom 
the appropriate quota for the first year that 
such quota is available. There being no objection, the Clerk, 

read the bill, as .follows: The bill was· ordered to be engrossed 
Be it enacted, etc.,. That, · notwith~tanding and read a third time, was read the third · 

the provision of se<:tion 212 (a) (9) of the time~ and passed, and a motion to recon-
Immigration and Nationality Act, Guenther - sider was laid on the table. t 
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LAURA OLIVERA MIRANDA 
The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 1639) 

for the relief of Laura Olivera Mfranda. 
. There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Laura Olivera Miranda shall be held and con· 
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence as of 
the date of the enactment of this act, upon 
payment of the required visa fee. Upon the 
granting of permanent residence to such 
alien as provided for in this act, the Secre· 
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota· 
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota for ·the first year that 
such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon. 
sider was laid on the table. 

RODOLFO PUGEDA DE LA CERNA 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1909) 

for the relief of Rodolfo Pugeda de la 
Cerna. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor 
child, Rodolfo Pugeda de la Cerna, shall be 
held and considered to be the natural-born 
alien child of James F. de la Cerna, a citizen 
of the United States. 

The bill w~s o:i:dered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MRS. MARGARETE GICK SCORDAS 
The Clerk called the bilf (H. R. 2235) 

for the relief of Mrs. Margarete Gick 
Scordas. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: · 

Be i~ enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provision of section 212 (a) (9) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Mrs. Mar
garete Gick Scordas may be admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence if 
she ls found to be otherwise admissible under 
the provisions of that act . . 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

On page 1, line 7, after the word "Act", 
change the period to a colon and add the fol
lowing: "Prcwided, That this exemption shall 
apply only to a ground for exclusion of which 
the Department of State or the Dep~rtment 
of Justice had knowledge prior to the enact· 
ment of this act." 

The committee .amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

WILHELMUS MARIUS VAN DER VEUR 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2283) 

for the relief of Wilhelmus Marius Van 
der Veur. 
· There being no objection, the Cle;rk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 

Wilhelmus Marius Van der Veur shall be 
l>.eld and considered to have been lawfUlly 
admitted to the United States for permanent 
residence as of the date of the enactment of 
this a.ct, upon payment of the required visa 
fee. Upon the granting of permanent resi
dence to such alien as provided for in this 
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control officer to deduct one 
number from the appropriate quota for the 
tlrst year that such quota is available. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

On page 1, line 10, strike out the words 
"quota-control." 

On page 1, line 11, after the words "num
ber from the", strike out the remainder of 
the bill, and substitute in lieu thereof the 
following: "number of visas authorized to 
be issued under the provision of section 4 
(a) (9) of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953, 
as amended." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the' table. 

MONIKA SCHEFBANKER 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2339) 

for the relief of Monika Schefbanker. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor 
child, Monika Schefbanker, shall be held 
and considered to be -the natural-born alien 
child of Dragoslav Novakovic, citizen of the 
United States. 

The bill was · ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re. 
consider was laid on the table. 

MRS. ELFRIEDA SCHOEPPE 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2916) 

for the relief of Mrs. Elfrieda Schoeppe. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read ti;ie bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis· 

tration of the Immigration and Nationality 

said William Joseph Perella shall have the 
same citizenship status as that which existed 
1mm~dia.tely prior to its loss. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: "That, 
for the purposes of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, Guglielmo Joseph Perrella 
shall be held and considered to have been 
lawfully admitted to the United States for 
permanent residence as of the date of the 
enactment of this act, upon the payment of 
the required visa fee. Upon the granting of 
permanent residence to such alien as pro· 
vided for in this act, the Secretary of State 
shall instruct the proper quota-control offi
cer to deduct one number from the appro
priate quota for the first year that such 
quota is available." 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill for the relief of Guglielmo Joseph 
Perrella." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

ROLF HUGO NEUMAN 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3195) 

for the relief of Rolf Hugo Neuman. 
· There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithst.anding 

· the provision of section 212 (a) (9) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Rolf Hugo 
Neuman may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence if he is found 
to be otherwise admissible under the pro
visions of that act: Provided, That this ex
emption shall apply only to a ground for 
exclusion of which the Department of State 
or the Department of Justice had knowledge 
prior to the enactment of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
s_ider was laid on the table. 

Act, Mrs. Elfrieda Schoeppe, widow of Sgt. · CONSTANTIN DAVID ET AL. 
William E. Schoeppe, a deceased former 
United States citizen who served honorably The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3857) 
in the Armed Forces of the United States, . for tn~ relief of Constantin David, Paula 
shall be deemed to b~ a nonquota immigrant. Marie David, . Claire Edmonde David, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and Ariane Constance David. 
and read a third time, was read the third There being no objection, the Clerk 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- read the bill, as follows: 
sider was laid on the table. Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

WILLIAM JOSEPH PERELLA 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2948) 

for the relief of William Joseph Perella. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That William Joseph 

Perella, who lost United States citizenship 
under the provisions of section 401 (d) of 
the Nationality Act of 1940, may be natural
ized by taking prior to 1 year after the date 
of the enactment of this act, before any court 
r.eferred to in s~bsection (a) of section 310 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act or 
before any diplomatic or consular officer 
abroad, the oaths prescribed by section 337 
of Immigration and Nationality Act. From 
and after naturalization under this act, the 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Constantin David, Paula Marie David, Claire 
Edmonde David, and Ariane Constance David 
shall be held and considered to have been 
lawfully admitted to ·the United States for 
permanent residence as of the date of the 
enactment of this act, upon payment of the 
required visa fees. Upon the granting ot · 
permanent residence to such a.liens as pro
vided for in this a.ct, the Secretary of State 
shall fnstruct the proper quota-control of· 
fleer to deduct four members from the ap. 
propriate quota for the first year that such 
quota is available, 

The bill was ordered to be engros·sed 
and read a thii'd time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-

. sider was laid on the table. · · · 
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JOSEPH JERRY EARL SIROIS 

The Clerk called the bill CS, 38) for 
the relief of Joseph Jerry Earl -Sirois 
<also known as Jeremie Earl Sirois). 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis
tration of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, the Attorney General ls authorized and 
directed to discontinue any deportation pro
ceedings and to cancel any outstanding or
der and warrant of deportation, warrant o! 
arrest, and bond, which may have been is
sued in the case -of Joseph Jerry Earl Sirois 
(also known as Jeremie Earl Sirois). From 
and after the date of enactment of this act, 
the said Joseph Jerry Earl Sirois (also known 
as Jeremie Earl Sirois) shall not again be 
subject to deportation by reason of the same 
facts. upon which such deportation proceed
ings were commenced or any such warrants 
and order have issued. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

URSULA ELSE BOYSEN 
The Clerk called the bill cs: 71) for 

the relief of Ursula Else Boysen. 
There being no objection. the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Ursula Else Boysen shall be held and consid
ered to hav.e been lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence as o! 
the date o! the enactment of this act, upon 
payment of the required visa fee. Upon 
the granting of permanent residence to such 
alien as provided for in this act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota. for the first year that 
such quota ·rs available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the . third time. and 
passed, and . a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

LUZIA COX 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 91) for the 

relief of Luzia Cox. 
The.re being no objection the Clerk 

read_ the bill, as follows: 
Be it enactec!, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provision of section 212 (a) (9) of the 
lmmigratfon and Nationality Act, Luzia Cox 
may be admitted to the United States for 
permanent residence if she is found to be 
otherwise admissible under the provisions 
of such act: Provided, That t})is exemption 
shall apply only to a gro:und for exclusion 
of which the Department of State or the 
Department of Just!ce has knowledge prior 
to the enactment of this ·act. · 

The bill was ordered to be read a third. 
-time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was ·laid on 
the table. 

H~MINE LO~ENZ 
The Clerk called the bill CS. 100) for 

·the relief of Hermine Lorenz. 
There being rio objection, the Clerk 

read the bill. as fallows:. · 
Be it enacted. etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Her
mine Lorenz shall be held and considered to 
have been lawfully a-Omitt~·d to tl~e Un_ited 

States for permanent residence as of the date 
of the enactment of this act, upon payment 
of the required visa fee. Upon the granting 
of permanent residence to such alien as pro
vlded for in this act, the Secretary of State 
shall instruct the proper quota-control of
ficer to deduct one number from the appro
priate quota for the first year that such quota 
is available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

DAVID WEI-DAO LEA AND JULIA 
AN-FONG WANG LEA 

The Clerk called the bill (S. 119) for 
the relief of David Wei-Dao Lea and 
Julia An-Fong Wang Lea. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
David Wei-Dao Lea and Julia An-Fong Wang 
Lea shall .be held and considered to have 
been lawfully admitted to the United States 
for permanent residence as of the date of 
the enactment of this act, upon payment 
of the required visa fees. Upon the granting 
of permanent residence to such aliens as 
provided for in this act, the Secretary of 
State shall instruct the proper quota-control 
officer to deduct the required numbers from 
the appropriate quota or quotas for the first 
year that such quota or quotas are available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion tO reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

ERNESTO DELEON 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 167) for 

the relief of Ernesto DeLeon. 
There being no objection, the Clei:k 

read the bill. as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Ernesto DeLeon shall be held and considered 
to have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence as of the 
date of the enactment of this act, upon pay
ment of the required visa fee. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
ti.me, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

GERDA IRMGARD KURELI;A 
The Clerk called the bill CS. 176) for 

the relief of Gerda Irmgard Kurella. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as fallows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, in the administra

tien of -the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Gerda Irmgard Kurella, the fiancee of Sgt. 
James D. Ritz, a citizen of the United States, 
shall be eligible for a visa as a nonimmi
grant temporary visitor for a period of 3 
months; Provided, That the administrative 
authorities find that the said Gerda lrmg_ard 
Kurella is coming to the United States with 
a bona fide intention of being married to 
the said Sgt. James D. Ritz and that she is 
found otherwise admissible under the provi
sions of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
·other than the provision of section 212 (a) 
(9) of that. act: Provided further, That this 
exemption shall apply only to a ground for 
exclUsion o! which the Department of State 
or the Department of Justice has ~nowledge 
p•·ior to t~e enactment ~f t~1is act. In the 

event that the marriage between 'the above
named persons does not occur within 3 
months after the. entry o! the said Gerda 
Irmgard Kurella, she shall be required to 
depart from the United States and upon fail
ure to do so shall be deported in accordance 
with the provisions of the Immigration and 
Nationality: Act. In the event. that the mar
riage between the above-named persons shall 
occur within 3 months after the entry of the 
said Gerda Irmgard Kurella, the Attorney 
General is authorized and directed to record 
the lawful admission for permanent resi
dence of the said Gerda Irmgard Kurella as 
of the date of the payment by her of the 
required visa fee. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

MANHAYWONG 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 181) for 

the relief of Manhay Wong. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That for the purposes o! 

the Immigration and Nationallty Act, Man
hay Wong shall be held and considered to 
have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence as of the date 
of the enactment of this act, upon payment 
of the required visa fee. Upon the granting 
of permanent residence to such alien as pro
vided for in this . act, the Secretary of State 
shall instruct the proper quota-control om. 
cer to deduct one number from the appro
priate quota for the first year that such quota 
ls available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

AHMETSUATMAYKUT 
The Clerk called the bill CS. 214) for 

the relief' of Ahmet Suat Maykut. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as fallows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
.Ahmet Sua.t Maykut shall be held and con
sidered to have been la:wfully admitted te> 
the United States ~or permanent residence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee. 
Up.on the granting of permanent residence 
to such alien a~ provided for in this act, · 
the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control oftlcer to deduct one 
number from the appropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota. ls available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
lai'd on the table. 

ANDREAS GEORGES VLASTOS 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 238) for 

the relief of Andreas Georges Vlastos 
(Andreas Georges Vlasto). 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, a& follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality ·Act, 
Andreas- Georges Vlastos (Andreas Georges 
Vlasto) shall be held and considered to naive 
been lawfully admitted- to the United States 
for permanent residence as o! the date of 
the enactment of this act, upon payment 
of the required visa fee. Upon the granting 
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of permanent resh;le:Q.ce to such alien as 
provided for in this act, the Secretary of 
State shall instruct the proper quota-control 
offtcer to deduct one number from the appro- . 
priate quota for the first year that such quota 
is available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was. read the third time; and passed, 
and '8. motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

KLARA ANNA M~RIA FLEISCHER 
The Clerk . called the bill <S. 346) for 

the relief° of 'Klara Anna ¥ari~ Fleischer.· 
There- being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: _ 

PETRE AND LIUBITZA IONESCU 
The Clerk called the b111 (S. ·388) for 

the relief of Petre and Liubitza Ionescu. 
There being no -objectipn, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of · the Immigration and Nationality Act; . 
Petre and Llubltza Ionescu shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted to 
the United States for permanent r-esidence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act· 
upon payment of the required visa fees .. 
Upon the granting of permanent. residence 
to such aliens as provided for in this act, 
the Secretary o:r State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control offtcer to deduct two 
numbers from the appropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to' be read a third 
time, was read the . third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

Be it enacted, etc.; That, ili _the admin
istration of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, Klara Anna Maria Fleischer, the fiancee . 
of Cpl. Richard Peter Maille, a citizen of the 
United States, shall be eligible for a visa as 
a non1m:mlgrant temporary visitor for a 
period of 3 months: Provided, That the ad
ministrative authorities find that the said 
Klara Anna Maria Fleischer is coming to the ALI HASSAN W AFF A 
United States with a bona fide intention °1 . The Clerk called the bill <S. 394) for 
being married to the said Cpl. Richard Peter th 1 . 
Maille and · that she is found otherwise ad- e re ief of All Hassan Waffa. 
miss~ble under the provisions of the Imm!-- There being no objection, the Clerk 
gratlon and Nationality Act other than the read the bill, as follows: 
provision of section 212 (a) (9) of that act: Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
Provided further, That this exemption shall of the Immigration and Nationality Act, All 
apply only to a ground for exclusion of which Hassan Waffa shall be held and· considered 
the D~partment of State or the Department to have been lawfully admitted to the United 
of Justice has knowledge prior to the enact~ States for permanent residence as Of the 
ment of this act. In the event that the date of the enactment of this act, upon pay- · 
marriage . between the above-.named persons ment of the required visa fee; Upon the 
does not occur within 3 month's after the granting of permanent residence to such 
entry of the said Klara Anna Maria Fleischer, alien as provided for in this act, the Secre
she shall be required to depart from the tary of State shall instr~ct the proper quota
United States and upon failure to do so shall control ofHcer to deduct one number from 
be deported in accordance with - the prov!- the appropriate quota for the first year that 
slons of sections 242 and 243 of the Immi- such quota is available. 
gration and Nationality· Act. In the event The bill .was ordered to he read a third 
that the marriage between the -abpve-named t' d 
persons shall occur within 3 months after . time, wa1> r~ad the third · ime, an · 
the entry of the said Klara Anna Maria passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
Fleischer; the Attorney General is authorized laid on the table. 
and directed to record this lawful admission 
ior permanent residence of ·the said Klara 
Anna Maria Fleischer as of the date of the 
payment by her of t~e required visa fee. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read t:he . third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider waa 
laid on the table. 

ISAAC GLICKMAN, REGHINA GLICK
MAN, ALFRED CISMARU, AND 
ANNA CISMARU 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 3S2) for 

the relief of Isaac Glickman, Reghina 
Glickman, Alfred Cismaru, and · Anna 
Cismaru. . 

There· being nd objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality .· Act. 
Isaac Glickman, Reghina Glickman, Alfred 
Cismaru, and Anna Cismaru shall be held 
and considered ·to ha:ve been lawfully ad· 
mitted to the ,United States for permanent 
residence as of the date of the enactment of 
this act, upon l?ayment o:r the required visa 
:fees. Upon the granting of permanent resi
dence to such aliens as provided for in this 
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct t.he 
proper quota-control omcer to deduct .the re
quired numbers from the appropriate quota 
or quotas for the first year that such quota 
or quotas are available. 

The bill was ordered to be read ·a third 
time. was read the third time and·passed, 
and a motion ·to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

MARIA BERTAGNOLLI PANCHERI , 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 397) for 

the relief of Maria Bertagi:iolli Pancheri. 
There being no objection,, the Clerk 

read the bill, as f ollC?WS: . : 
Be it enacted, et;c., That for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Maria Bertagnolli Pancheri shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee. 
Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such alien as provided for in this act, the 
Secretary o:r State shall instruct .the proper 
quota-control · ofHcer to deduct one number 
from the appropriate quota for the first year 
that such quota is available. 

The bill' was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
·and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. · 

HEDWIG MARIE ZAUNMULLER 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 430 > for 

the relief of Hedwig Marie Zaunmuller. 
There being no objection, the ClerK 

read the bill, as fallows: · 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of _ the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
,Hedwig Marie Zaunmuller ·shall be held and 

. con~idered to have, been lawfully ,admitte<;i 
to the United States for permanent_ residence 
as of the date of the enactment of-• thls act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee. 

Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such alien as provided for in this act~ t.he 
Secretary of State shall 1nstruQ1; th~ .Proper 
quota-control. offtc.er to deduct one number 
from the appropriate quota for the 1).rst year 
that such quota is av~ilable. · 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read tne third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

CAPT. GEORGE GAFOS, EUGENIA 
GAFOS, AND ADAMANTIOS 
GEORGE GAFOS 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 466) 

for the relief of Capt. George Gafos, Eu
genia Gafos, and Adamantios George 
Gafos. , 

There being no · objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: , 

Be it enaGte4, etc.,- That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Capt. George Gafos, Eugenia Gafos, and 
Adamantios . George Gatos . shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United _l;!tate.s for permanent resiqence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fees. 
Upon . the .granting of permanent residence 
to such aliens a-s. provided for in this act, the 
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control offtcer to deduct the required 
numbers from the appropriate quota or quo-. 
tas for the firs-t year that such quota or 
quotas are available. · 

· The bill was ordered to be read a third 
tim.e, wa~ read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. · · 

EDITH WIN~EI) LOCH 
The Clerk called the ' bill CS. 470) for 

the relief · of Edith 'Wiilifred Loch.-
'Ibere being no ·objection, the Clerk 

read the -bill, as follows: 
· Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of .the Immigration and . NationaUty ·Act, 
Edith Winifred Loch, a British subject who 
was born in India of British parents, shall 
be deemed to have been born in Great 
Britain. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third tilne, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the tabl~. 

M~RIA ELENA vENEGAS ~ND· SA;RAH 
LUCIA VENEGAS 

The· Clerk called the bill '(S. 474) for 
the relief ·o.f ·Maria Elena -Venegas and 
Sarah Lucia Venegas. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
.read the ·bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.~ That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration · and Nationality Act;· 
Marfa Elena Venegas and Sarah Lucia Vene
gas shall be held ~nd considered to have been 
lawfully · admitted to the United States for 
permanent residence as of the date· of the
enactment o:r this act, upon payment of tlle 
required visa ~ees • . 

The bill was .ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 
_and a motion to ' reconsider was laid on 
the table. · · · 

.. CIRINO LANZAFAME 
The Clerk called ·the bill cs. 503) for 

the relief of Cirino Lanzafame. 
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There being rio objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as fallows: 
MECYS JAUNISKIS The bill was ordered to ·be read a third 

The Clerk called the bill (S. 664) for' time, was read the third time, and 
the relief of Mecys -Jauniskis. passed; and a motion to reconsider was 

laid on the table. 
· Be it enacte.d, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provisions .of section 212 (a) (9) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Cirino 
Lanzafame may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence if he is found 
to be otherwise admissible under the pro
visions of such act: Pro.vided, .That this 
exemption shall apply only to a ground for' 
exclusion 'of which the Department of State 
or the Department of Justice has knowledge 
prior to the enact.ment of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
tinie, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to ·reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

There being no objection, the Cle1·k 
read the bill, as follows: 

EDWARD NAARITS 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1044) for 

the relief of Edward Naarits. 
There being no ol:)jection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the time limitation provided for in section 
330 (a) (2) ot the Immigration and Nation
ality Act, Edward Naarits shall be deemed to 
be within the purview of the said section 
provided his petition for naturalization is 
filed within 1 year from the effective date 
of this act. 

MARTIN ALOYSIUS MADDEN 
The .Clerk .called, the bill <S. 541)_ for : 

the relief of Martin Aloysius Madden. 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provision of section 212 (a) (6) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Mecys 
Jauniskis may be admitted to the United 
States-for permanent residence if he is found 
to be otnerwise admissible under the provi
sions of such act: Provided, That this exemp
tion shall apply only to a ground for exclu
sion of which the Department of State or the 
Department of Justice has knowledge prior 
to the enactment of this act: Provided fur
ther, That a suitabl~ and proper bona or un:'.' 
dertaking, approved , by the Attorney General, 
be deposited as prelf!cribed by section 213 of 
the said act. 

The bjll was ordered to .be read a third 
With the following committee amend- time, was read the third time, and passed, 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
1·ead the bill, as follows: 

ment: and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
Beginning on page l, line 7, after the the table. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney Gen
eral is authorized and directed to discontinue 
any deportation· proceedings and . to cancel 
any outstanding-order and warrant of depor
tation, warrant of arrest, 'and bond, whiC:h 
may have been issued in the case · of Martin 
Aloysius Madden. From and after the date 
of enactment of this act, the said Martin 
Aloysius Madden shall not again · be subject 
to -deportation by reason of the same facts 
upon which such deportation proceedings 
were commenced or any such warrants and 
9rder hf!.Ve issued. 

The .bill wa~r ordered to be read a third 
time; was read the third time; and 
passed, aild a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the. table. 

word "act", strike out the remainder of line 
7, all of lines 8 and 9, and the language 
preceding the word "That", on line 10, and 
substitute in lieu thereof the following: 
"under such conditions and controls which 
the Attorney General after consultation 
with the Surgeon . General of the ·United 
States Public Health Service, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, may deem 
necessary to impose: Provided:" 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
· time, was read the thirc;l · time; and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the t~bl~. 

CHRISTOS PAUL ZOLOTAS 
GISELA HOFMEIER The Clerk called the ' bill (S. 707) for 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 606) for the relief of Christos Paul Zolotas. 
the relief of Gisela Hofmeier. - There being no objection, the Clerk 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
read the bill, as follows: Be it enacted, etc.1 That, ·for the purposes 
. · Be it 'enacted, etc.., . Th.at In th~ ~dminls- of the Immigration and ;Nationality Ac·;. 
tration of the Immigration and Nationality Christos Paul Zolotas shall be held and con
Act, Gisela Hof~eier, the flancee of Robert sidered to have been lawfully admitted to 
E. Leonard, a .. citiZen of · the United States, the United States for permanent residence 
shall be eligible for a visa ·as a no~imm.igrant as of the date of the enactment' of this act, 

· temporary visitor for a period of 3 months: upon payment of the required visa fee. Upon 
Provided, That the administrative author1- the granting of permanent residence to such 
ties find that the said Gisela ·Hofmeier is alien as provided for in this act, the Secre
coming ~o the -U!lited States with a bona fide tary of State shall instruct the proper quota
intention of peing married to the said Sgt. control officer to deduct one number from 
Robert E. Leonard and that she is found the appropriate quota for the first year that 
otherwise admissil;lle under the provisions o~ such quota is available. 
the Immigration and Nationality Act other 
than ·the provision of section-212 (a) (9) of , The bill was ordered .to. be read a 
that act: Provided further, That .this exemp- third time, was read the third time, and 
tion shall apply only to a grounq for exclu-. passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
sion of which the Department of State or the. laid on tlie table. . · , ' 
Departm_ent of ·Justice has knowledge prior , -
to the enactment of this act. In the event 
the marriage-between the above-named per
sons does n,ot occur within 3 mop.ths after 
the entry of the said Gisel.a Hofmeier, she 
shall be· required to depart from the United 
States. and upon failure to do so shall be de
ported in accordance with the provisions of 

· sections 242 and 243 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act. In the event that the mar:- . 
riage between the above-named persons shall 
occur within 3 months after the entry of the 
said Gisela Hofmeier the Attorney General is 
authorized and directed to record the lawful 
admission for permanent residence of the 
said Gisela Hofmeier as of the date of the 
payment by her of the required visa fee. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
. time, was read the third time, and passed, 

and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

AMBROSE ANTHONY FOX 
The Clerk called the bill · (S. 1035) for 

the relief of Ambrose Anthony Fox;·· 
There being no objection,· the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted; etc., That the Attorney Gen

eral is authorized and directed to discontinue 
any deportation proceedings and to cancel 
any ou~standing order and warrant of depor
tation, warrant of arrest, and bond, which 
may have been issued in the case of Am
brose Anthony Fox. From and after the date 
·of enactment of this act, the said Ambrose 
Anthony Fox shall not again be subject to 
deportation by reason of the same facts upon 
which such deportation proceectings were 
commenced or any such warrants and order 
have issued. 

DIMITRIOS ANTONIOU KOSTALAS 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 1126) for 

the relief of Dimitrios Antoniou Kostalas. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it .enacted, etc., That for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Di
mitrios Antoniou Kostalas shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee. Upon 
the granting· of permanent residence to such 
alien as provided for in this act, the Secretary 
of State shall instruct the proper quota
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota for the first year that 
such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to · reconsider was laid on 
the table. · · 

HAL A. MARCHANT 

The Clerk called the bill <l;i. 1154) for 
the relie_f of .Hal A~ Marchant. · '. '. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. · Is there 
objection· to the present consideration of 
the bill? · 

Mr. BONNER and Mr. ROBERTS ob .. 
jected and, under the rule, the bill was 
~ecommttted to tJ:te Committee on 
the Judiciary. ' 

IVA DRUZIANIC~ <IVA DRUZIANIC) . 
: The Clerk called the bill ($. 1155) for 

th~ relief of Iva Druzianich · <Iva 
Druzianic) • · ~ 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes . 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Iva 
Druzianich (Iva Druzianic) shall be deemed 
to be the· natural-born minor. alien child of 
John Druzianich, a citizen of the United 
States. 

. The bill was ordered to be .read a third 
time, was read the third time, and pa5~ed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

WILMA ANN SCHILLING ET AL. 
The Clerk called the bill (8. 1159) for 

the relief of Wilma Ann Schilling a:µd her 
daughter, Ingertraud Rosalita Schilling •. 
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There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis
tration of the In:unigration and Nationality 
Act, Wilma Ann Schtlliµg, the fiancee of 
Everett B. Felton, a citizen of the United 
States, and her minor child, Ingertraud Rosa
Uta 8ch1lling, shall be eligible for visas as 
nonimmigrant temporary visitors for ~ pe
riod of 3 months: Provided, That the admin
istrative authorities find that the ·said Wilma 
Ann Schilling is coming to the United States 
with a bona fide intention of being married 
to the said Everett B. Felton, and that she 
is found otherwise admissible under all of 
the provisions of the Immigration and Na
tionality Act, other than section 212 (a) (9) 
of the said act: Provided further, That this 
exemption .shall apply only to a ground for 
exclusion of which the Department of State 
or the 'Department of Justice had knowledge 
prior to the enactment of this act. 

In the event the marriage between _the 
above-named persons does not occur .within 
3 months after the entry of the said Wilma 
Ann Schilling and her daughter, Ingertraud 
Rosalita Schilling, they shall be required to 
depart from the United States and upon 
failure to do so shall be deported in accord
ance with the provisions of sections 242 and 
243 of the Immigration and Nationality Act. 
In the event that the marriage between the 
above-named persons shall occur .- within 3 
months after the entry of the said Wilma 
Ann Schilling and her daughte'r, Ingertraud 
Rosalita Schilling, the Attorney General is 
authorized and directed to record the lawful 
admission for permanent residence of the 
said Wilma Ann Schilling and her daughter, 
Ingertra-.id Rosalita Sch1lling, as of the date 
of the payment by them of the required 
visa fees. · · 

The bill was ordered to -be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider-was 
-laid on the table. -

ANTONIO JACOE 

The Clerk- called the bill (S. 1357) for 
the relief of Antonio Jacoe. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: · 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provisions of subsections (9), (17), and 
-(19) of section 212 (a) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act, Antonio Jacoe may be 
'il.dmitted to the United States for permanent 
res.idence if he is found to be o,ther.wise ad
~issible under the provisions of that act: 
Provided, That the ex~mption granted herein 
shall apply only to grounds for exclusion of 
which the .Department of State or the De
partment of Just.ice has knowledge prior to 
the enactment of this· act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time and passed, 

. and a motion to reconsider ·was laid on 
the table. 

GARABED PAPAZIAN 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 1521) for 

the relief of Garabed Papazian. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as- follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purp0ses 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Garabed Papazian shall be held and consid
ered to have been lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence as of 
the .date of ,the enactment of this act, upon 
payment of the required visa fee. Upon the 
granting of pernianent residence to such 
alien as provided for in this act, the Secretary 
of State shall instruct the proper quota-con-

trol oftlcer to deduct one number from the With the following committee amend-
a:ppropriate quota for the first year that such ment: 
quota is available. 

Strike all words following the word "Cross" 
The bill was ordered to be read a third on line 4 and substitute the ,words: ", with 

time, was read the third time, and . accompanying ribbon, to Col. Bennett Hill 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was Griftln in recognition of his extraordinary 
laid on the table. achievements in ·aerial· flight." 

LIESELOTTE BRODZINSKI 
GETTMAN 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 1522) for 
the relief of Lieselotte Brodzinski Gett
man. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provisions of paragraphs (g) and (12) of 
section 212 (a) of the Immigration and Na
tionality Act, Lieselotte Brodzinski Gettman 
may be admitted to the United States for 
permanent residence if she is found to be 
otherwise admissible under the provisions of 
such act: Provided, That these exemptions 
shall apply only to grounds· for exclusion of 
which the Department of State or the De
partment of Justice had knowledge prior to 
the enactment of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

BRIG. GEN. EDWIN B. HOWARD 

The Clerk called the bill <S 1271) to 
authorize the appointment in a civilian 
position in the Department of Justice of 
Brig. Gen. Edwin B. Howard, United 
States Army, retired, and for other 
purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? . 

Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. HAYS.Of Ohio, and 
.Mr. METCALF objected. 

The bill was recommitted to the Com
mittee on Armed Services • . 

MAJ. GEN. FRANK H. PARTRIDGE 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 1272>. to 
-authorize the appointment in a civilian 
·position in the Department of Justice of 
Maj.- Gen. Frank H. Partridge, United 
States Army, retired, and for other pur
poses. · · 

The SPEAKER pro tempare. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 

·the b111? 
Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. HAYS of Ohio, Mr. 

METCALF, and Mr. VANIK objected. 
The bill was recommitted to the Com

mittee on Armed Services. 

COL. BENNETT HILL GRIFFIN 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1516) 
to authorize the President of the United 

-States to present the Distinguished Fly
ing Cross to Col. Bennett Hill Griffin. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as ·follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Presiden,t is 
hereby authorized to present in the name 
of the Congr'ess ~h.e D~tinguished ,Flyillg 
Cross to Col. Bennett Hill Gritnn in recogni
tion of his meritorious achievements and 
contributions toward the advancement of 
the sCience ot aerial flight. 

The committee amendmen,t was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and r.ead a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

VINCENZO SANTAGATA 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 197) for 
the relief of Vincenzo Santagata. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Vincenzo Santa
gata, who lost United States .citizenship un
der the provisions of section 404 (a) of the 
Nationality Act of 1940, may be naturalized 
by taking prior to 1 year after the effective 
date of this act, before any court referred to 
in subsection (a) of section 310 of the Im
migration and Nationality Act or before any 
diplomatic . or consular oftlcer of the United 
States abroad, the oaths prescribed by sec
tion 337 of the said act. From and after nat
uralization under the act, the said Vincenzo 
Santagata shall have the same citizenship 
status as that which existed immediately 
prior to its loss. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: "That, 
for the purposes of the Immigration and Na
tionality Act, Vincenzo Santagata shall be 
held and considered to have -been lawfully 
admitted to the United States for perma
nent, residence as of the date of the enact'
ment of this act, upon payment Qf the re
quired visa fee." 

The committee amendment was agreed .ta. - " 
The .bill was ordered to be read a third 

time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider. was laid . on 
the table. 

FILLIPO MASTROIANNI 
The Clerk called the bill. (S, 198) for 

the relief of Fillipo Mastroianni. 
There being ·no objection, the Clerk 

·read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That F111ipo Mas

troianni, who lost United States citizenship 
under . the pr_ovisions of section 404 (a) of 
the Nationality Act of 1940, may be natu
ralized by taking prior to 1 year after the 
effective date ·of this act, before any court 
referred to in subsection (a) of section 310 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act or 
before any diplomatic or consular oftlcer of 
the United States abroad, the oaths pre
scribed by section 337 of the said act. From 
and after naturalization under this act, the 
said F1llipo ·Mastroianni shall have the same 
citizenship status as that which existed ·im
mediately ~rior to its los5. 

With the following committee amend-
·ment: ~ ~: -. 

Strike out all after the enaptillg Clause and 
fnse.rt in lieu ther~o:f the· following: "That, 
'for · the purposes' o!' th.e' lri:UnigratlO'n and 
·Nationality Act~ F1111po Mastroianni ·shall be 
held and considered to have been lawfully 
admitted to the United States for permanent 
residence as of the date of the eilactment of 
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this act, upon payment of the required visa 
fee. Upon the granting of permanent resi
dence to such alien as provided for in this 
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control oftlcer to deduct one 
number from the appropriate qubta for the 
first· year that such quota is available." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third 

time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

GIUSSEPINA CERVI 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 254) for 

the relief of Giussepina Cervi. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of se¢tions 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor 
child, Giussepina Cervi, shall be held arid 
considered to be the natural-born alien child 
of Sergeant John Louis Troiano, a citizen of 
the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, an.d 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

LEOPOLDINE MARIA LOFBLAD 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 326) for 

the relief of Leopoldine Maria Lofblad. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

i·ead the bill, as follows: 
Be it enaeted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

tl;le provision8 of section '212 (a) (3) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Leopoldine 
Maria Lofblad may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent · residence if she is 
found to be otherwise admissible under · the 

·provisions of such act: Provided, That a 
suitable and proper bond or undertaking, 
approved by the Attorney qeneral, be de
posited as prescribed by section 213 of the 
said act. 

The-bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

ALFIO FERRARA 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 714) for 

the relief of Alft.o Ferrara. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bi1i, as follows: - ·. 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Alfio 
Ferrara shall be held anci considered to have 
been lawfully-admitted to the United States 
for permanent residence as of the date of the 
enactment o~ thi~ act. 

With the following committee amend .. 
ment: 

Strike out ail after the enacting clause and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: "That, 
notwitl;lstanding the provision of section 212 
(a) (9) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, Alfio Ferrara may be admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence if he is 
found to be otherwise admissible under the 
px:ovisions of that ,act: Provided, That this 
exemption shall apply only to a ground for 
exCiusion of which the Department of state 
or th·e Department of Justice had knowledge 
prior to the enactment of this act." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. · · 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

HENRY DUNCAN 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 1014) for 

the relief of Henry Duncan. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Henry Duncan shall be held and considered 
to have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence as of the date 
of the enactment of this Act, upon payment 
of the required visa fee. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: "That, 
notwithstanding the provisions of section 
~12 (a) (9) and (19) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, Henry Duncan may be ad
mitted to the United States for permanent 
residence if he is found to be otherwise 
admissible under the provisions of that act: 
Provided, That these exemptions shall apply 
only to grounds for exclusion of which the 
Department o:( State or the Department ·of 
Justice had knowledge prior to the enact
ment of this act." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

· JOSEPH VYSKOCIL 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1337) for 

the relief of Joseph Vyskocil. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Joseph Vyskocil shall be held and consid· 
ered to have been lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence as of 
the date of the enactment of this act upon 
payment of the required visa fee. Upon the 
granting of permanent residence to such 
alien· as provided for in this act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota
control officer to deduct one . number from 
the appropriate quota for the first year that 
such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be . read a 
third time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

JOHN AXEL ARVIDSON 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 550) for 

the relief of John Axel Arvidson. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Attorney Gen

eral is authorized and directed to discontinue 
any deportation proceedings and to cancel 
any outstanding order and warrant of de
portation, warrant of arrest, and bond, which 
may have been issued in the case of John 
Axel Arvidson. From and after the date of 
enactment of this act, the said John Axel 
Arvidson shall not again be subject to de .. 
portation by reason of the _ same facts upon 
which such _deportation proceedings we:e 
commenced or any sµch ~arrants and order 
have issued. · 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: '"'Plat, 
for the purposes of the Immigration and Na
tionality Act, John Axel Arvidson shall be 
held and considered to have been lawfully 
admitted to the United States for permanent 
residence as of the date of the enactment of 
this act." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read .the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

WILLIAM BADINELLI 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2729) · 

for the relief of William Badinelli. · 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That William Badinelll, 

Bronx, _N. Y., is relieved of all liabiUty to re
fund to the United States the sum of $5,-
707.34. Such .sum represents a shortage in 
the accounts of the post exchange on the 
United States Army transport Williard A. 
Holbrook, not the result of fraud or dis
honesty, for which the said William Badinelli 
(who was serving abroad the vessel as ad
ministrative officer and special' disbursing 
agent between July 22, 1948, and November 
18, 1949, when the shortage occurred) has 
been held by the Army to be pecuniarly lia
ble. In the audit and settlement of the 
accounts of any certifying or disbursing of
ficer of the United States, full er.edit shall be 
given for the amount for which liab111ty is 
relieved by this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read· ·a third time, was read the 
third time; and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

C. J. PCBOJESKI . 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4321) 
for the relief of C. J. Pobojeski. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to· Chief Yeoman 
C. J. Pobojeski, United States Navy, the sum 
~f $356.60. The payment of such sum, to
gether with the indemnity of $200 hereto
fore pa~d to him by the United. States, shall 
be in full settlement of all . claims of the 
said C. J. Pobojeskl against the United 
States on account of damage to his electric 
typewriter, valued at $556.50, due to the neg
ligent handling of such typewriter in the 
United States malls: Provided, That no part 
of the amount appropriated in this act in 
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid 
or delivered to or received by any agent or 
attorney on account of services rendered in 
connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstandi~g. Any person violating 
the provisions of this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction 
thereof shall be fined in any sum not ex
ceeding ·$1,000 • . 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

The amendments "are as follows: "Page 
1, line 6, strike out '$356.60' and insert in 
lieu thereof '$356.50'." 

Page 2~ line 2: strike out "in excess of 10 
percent thereof." · 
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The committee amendments · were 
agre~d to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a thU'd time, was read the 
third-time, and ·passed, and a motion to 
reco~der was ·laid on the table. 

ANAKALETO MARIA DE OLIVEIRA 

The Clerk call~d the bill <H. R. 1162> 
for the relief of Anakaleto Maria de Oli
veira or Joseph Oliveira or Anacleto 
Oliver. 

There being no objection the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purposes of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act, Anak
aleto Maria de Oliveira or Joseph Oliveira 
or Anacleto Oliver shall be hel~ and consid
ered to have been lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence as of 
the date of the enactment of this Act upon 
payment of the required visa fee. Upon the 
granting of permanent residence to such 
alien as provided for in this Act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota for the first year that 
such quota .ls available. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Beginning on page 1, line 8, after the 
words "visa fee.", strike out the remainder of 
the b111, through line 3, on page 2. 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
. and read a third time, was read the third 

time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the ta,ble. 

of the required visa fees. Upon the granting 
of permanent residence to such aliens as pro-

, Vided f'or in' this act, the Secretary of State 
shall instruct the proper quota-control offi
cer to deduct two numbers from the appro
priate quota for the first year that such 
quota is a vallable. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon

. sider was laid on the table. 

VASILIOS LIAKOPOULOS 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1319) 

for the relief of Vasilios Liakopoulos. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor 
child, Vasilios Liakopoulos, shall be held 
and considered to be the natural-born alien 
child of Gregory and Anna Liakopoulos, citi
zens of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

SISTER RAMONA MARIA 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 132'3) 

for the relief of Sister Ramona Maria 
(Ramona E. Tombo). . 

There being no objection the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Sister Ramona Maria (Ramona E. Tombo) 
shall be held and considered to have been 
lawfully admitted to the United States for 
permanent residence as of the date of the 

DR. AND MRS. IV AN PERNAR enactment of this act, upon payment of the 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1193) required visa fee. Upon the granting of per

for the relief of Dr. · and Mrs. Ivan manent residenGe to such alien as provided 
for 1n this act, the Secretary of State shall 

Pernar. instruct the pr,oper quota-control officer to 
There being no objection, the Clerk ·_ deduct one number from the appropriate 

read the bill, as follows: quota. for the first year that such quota is 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Dr . . 
and Mrs. Ivan Pernar shall be held and con
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fees. 
Upon the granting of permanent residence to 
such aliens as provided for in this act, the 
Secretary ·of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control officer to deduct two numbers 

' from the appropriate quota for the first year 
that such quota is available. · 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

KENNETH K. W. LAU ET AL. 

available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MARY MANCUSO 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1641) 

for the relief of Mary Mancuso. 
There being no objection the Clerk 

read the bill, as !ollows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, .the minor 
child, Mary Mancuso, shall be held and con
sidered to be the natural-born alien child 
of Mr. and Mrs. Paul Torcasio, cittZens of the 
United. States. 

Louis B. Prus-Latkiewicz shall be held and 
c:msidered to have been lawfully admitted 

·· to the United States for permanent resi
dence as of th~ date of the enactment of this 
act, upon paym'.ent of the required visa fee. 
Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such alien as provided for in this act, the 
Secretary ,of Stat~ shall instruct the proper 
quota-control officer to deduct one number 
from the appropri~te quota for the first year 
that such quota· is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

JOSE CANANCIA-CASTANEDO 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1666) 

for the relief of Jose Canancia-Casta
nedo. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the p~rposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Jose 
Canancia-Castanedo shall be held and con
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence as of 
the date of the enactment of this act, upon 
payment of the required visa fee. Upon the 
granting of permanent residence to such 
alien as provided for 1n this act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota.
control officer to deduct one number from the 
appropriate quota for the first year that such 
quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

CHU HAI-CHOU 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1908) 
for the relief of Chu Hai-Chou. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That·, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act; Chu 
Hai-Chou shall be held and considered to 
have been lawfully admitted to the United 

. States for permanent residence as of the date 
of the enactment of this act, upon payment 
of the requjred visa fee. ypon the granting 
of permanent residence to such alien as pro
vided for in this act, the Secretary of State 
shall instruct the proper quota-control officer 
to deduct one number from the appropriate 
quota for the first year that such quota is 
available. , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 

· time and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

INDUKPAHK 

The Clerk called the-bill CH. R. 2054) 
for the relief of Induk Pahk. 

The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 1198) The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for the relief of Kenneth K. W. Lau and . and read a third time, was read the third 
Romana Say Soat Kheng, also known time, and passed, and a motion to re- · 
as Mrs. Anne Say Lau. consider was laid on the table. 

There being no objection the Clerk 
.read the bil1, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality . Act, 
Induk Pahk shail be held and considered to 
have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence as of the date 
of the enactment of this act, upon payment 
of the required visa fee, Upon the granting 
of permanent residence to such alien as pro
vided for in this act, the Secretary of State 
shall instruct the proper quota-control omcer 
to deduct one number from the appropriate 
quota for the :first year that such quota is 

There being no objection, the .Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it known; etc., That, for the pur· LOUIS B. PRUS-LATKIEWICZ 
poses of the Immigration · and Nation- The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1657) 
ality Act, Kenneth K. W. Lau and Ro- . for the relief of Louis B. Prus-Latkiewicz. 
mana Say Soat Xheng, also known 88 Mrs. There being no obJ' ection the Clerk 
Anne Say Lau, shall be held and considered • . . 
to have been lawfully admitted to the United read the bill, as follows: 
States for permanent residence as of the date Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the enactment of this act, upon payment of the Immigration and Nationality Act, · available. · 
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The bill was ordered tO be engrossed 

and read a third time, was. read the' third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

JULIAN NOWAKOWSKl: 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2072) 

· for the relief of Julian Nowakowski, or 
William Nowak <Novak) . 

There being. no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration - and Nationality Act, 
Julian Nowakowski, or William Nowak 
(Novak), shall be held and considered to 
have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States fo:r permanent residence as of the 
date of the enactme-::""'t of this act, upon 
payment of the requir:li. visa fee. Upon the 
granting of permanent residence to such 
alien as provided for in this act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota.
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota. for the first year 
that such quota. is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read a third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

INGRID LISELOTTE POCH 
The Clerk called the bill m. R. 2079) 

for the relief of Ingrid Liselotte Poch. 
There being no objection, the .Clerk 

read the bjll, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor 
child, · Ingrid Liselotte Poch, shall be held 
and considered to be the natural-born alien 
child of Cpl. George Thomas Murphy, citi
zen of th~ United ·states._ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table. · 

MRS. KHATOUN MALKEY SAMUEL 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2796) 

for the relief of Mrs. Khatoun Malkey 
Samuel. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bjll, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Mrs. 
Khatoun Malkey Samuel shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee. 
Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such alien as provided for in this act, the 
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control otficer to deduct one number 
from the "8.ppropriate quota for the first year 
that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. was read the third 
time and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

J PHUNG POIK CHA 
The Clerk called the bill (H. · R. 2897) 

· for the · relief of Chung Poik Cha. 
There being no objection the Clerk 

read the · bill, as follows: · 
Be it enacted, etc., That, in the adminis

tration ·of the ·immigration ·and NatipriaUty 

Act, Chung _Poik Cha, the fiancee of Angelo 
Sacchetti, a citizen of the United States, and 

·her minor child, Myra Polle Cha, shall be 
eligible for visas as nonimmigrant tem
porary visitors for a period of 3 months: 
Provided, That the administrative author
ities find that the said Chung Polk Cha is 
coming to the United States with a bona 
fide ,.Intention of being married to the said 
Angelo Sacchetti and that they are found 
otherwise admissible under the immigration 
laws. In the event the marriage between 
the above-named persons does not occur 
within 3 months after the entry of the said 
Chung Poik Cha· and Myra Poik Cha, they 
shall be required to depart from the United 
States and upon failure to do so shall be 
deported in accordance with the provisions 
of section 242 and 243 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act. In the event that the 
marriage between the above-named persons 
shall occur within 3 months after the entry 
of the said Chung Polk Cha and Myra Polk 
Cha, the Attorney General is authorized and 
directed to record the lawful ·admission for 
permanent residence of the said Chung Polk 
Cha and Myra Poik Cha as of the date of 
the payment by them of the required visa 
fees. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended to 
read: "A bill for the relief of Chung 
Poik Cha and her child, Myra Poik Cha." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

ANGELA SFOUNIS AND ALKISTA 
SFOUNIS 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3265) 
for the relief of Angela Sf ounis and' 
Alkista Sf ounis. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: -

. - Be it ·enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Angela Sfounis and Alkista Sfounis shall be 
held and considered to have been lawfully 
admitted to the United f?tates for permanent 
residence as of .the date of the enactment of 
this act upon payment of the required visa 
fees. Upon the granting of permanent resi
dence to such aliens as provided for in this 
act, the ~ecretary of State shall instruct the 
pr.aper quota-control omcer to deduct two 
numbers from the appropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota. is available. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

The amendments are ·as follows: 
On page 1, line 4, · strike out "Angela. 

Sfounis and." 
On page 1, line 7, strike out the word 

"fees" and substitute "fee." 
On page 1, line 8, strike out the word 

"aliens" and substitute "a:ien." 
On page 1, line 10, strike out the words 

"two numbers" and substitute "one num
ber."_ 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time; and -passed. 

The title of the bill was amended to 
read: · · · 

"A bill for the - relief of Alkista. 
Sfounis." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

VLADIMIR AND SVATAVA HOSCHL 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4612) 

for the relief of Vladimir and Svatava 
Hosch!. 

There being no objection the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purposes 
of the Immigration and ·Nationality Act, 
Vladimir and Svatava Hoschl shall be held 
and considered to have been lawfully ad
mitted to the United States for permanent 
residence as of the date of the enactment of 
this act, upon the payment of the required 
visa fees and head taxes. Upon the granting 
of such permanent residence to such aliens 
as provided for in this act, the Secretary of 
State shall instruct the proper quota-control 
otficer to deduct two numbers from the num
ber of displaced persons who shall be granted 
the status of permanent residence pursuant 
to section 4: of the Displaced Persons Act, as 
amended (62 Stat. 1011; 64 Stat. 219; 50 
U. S. C. App. 1953). 

With the following committee 
amendments: 

On page 1, line 10, strike out the words 
"quota-control." 

Beginning on page 1, lin~ 11, after the 
words "the number of", strike out the re
mainder of line 11, and all of the language 
on page 2, and substitute in lieu thereof the 
following: · 
"visas authorized to be issued pursuant to 
the provisions of . section 4 (a) ( 2) of the 
Refugee Relief Act of 1953, as amended." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MRS. JOHANNA ECKLES 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5908) 

for the relief of Mrs. Johanna Eckles. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the pr~vision of _section 212 (a) (9) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Mrs. Jo
hanna Eckles may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence if she is 
found to be otherwise admitisible under the 
provisions of that act: Provided., That this 
exemption shall apply only to a ground for 
exclusion of which the Department of State 
or the Department of Justice had knowl
edge prior to the enactment of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

JOHN DANIEL POPA 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 930) 
for the relief of John Daniel Popa. 

There being no objection the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
John Daniel Popa shall be held and con
llidered to have been lawfully admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date· of the enactment ot this 
act, upon payment of the required visa fee. 
Upon the .granting o! perm.anent residence to 
such alien as provided for in this act, the 
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control .omcer to deduct one number 
from the appropriate quota !or the first year 
that such quota is available. 
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· The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

NICOLA TEODOSIO 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 944) 

for the relief of Nicola Teodosio. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provisions of section 212 (a) (9), (17) 
and (19) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, Nicola Teodosio may be admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence 
if he is found to b..: otherwise admissible 
under the provisions of that act: Provided, 
That these exemptions shall apply only to a 
ground for exclusion of which the Depart
ment of State or the Department of Justice 
have knowledge prior to the enactment of 
this act. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 1, line 8, strike out "ground" and 
insert "grounds." 

Page 1, line 10, strike out "have" and in
sert "had." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

SALVADOR, MERCEDES, AND 
MIGUEL CHOFRE . 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. . •1232) 
for the relief of Salvador, Mercedes, and 
Miguel Chofre. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., ~hat for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Salvador, Mercedes, and Miguel Chofre shall 
be held and considered to have been lawfully 
admitted to the United States for perma
nent residence as of the date of the enact
ment of this act, upon payment of the re
quired visa fees. Upon the granting of per
manent residence to such aliens as provided 
for in this act, the Secretary of State shall 
instruct the proper quota-control omcer to 
deduct three numbers from the appropriate 
quota for the first year that such quota is 
available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid . on the table. 

VERA GREGOVICH KENTER 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1235) 

for the relief of Vera Gregovich Kenter. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Re it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of sections 101 (a) (27). (A) and 205 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor 
child, Vera Gregovich Kenter, shall be held 
and considered to be the natural-born alien 
child of Mr. and Mrs. Sam Kenter, 3246 Scott 
Street, San Francisco, Calif., citizens of the 
United States. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 7, strike out "3246 Scott Street, 
San Francisco, Calif." 

The committee amendment was ~greed 
to. 

The bill was · ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

SANTIAGO GONZALEZ TRIGO 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1402) 

for the relief of Santiago Gonzalez Trigo. 
There being no objection the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Santiago Gonzalez Trigo shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee. 
Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such alien as provided for in this act, 
·the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control omcer to deduct one 
number from the appropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota is available. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: "That 
the Attorney General is authorized and di
rected to discontinue any deportation pro
ceeding and to cancel any outstanding order 
and warrant of deportation, any warrant of 
arrest and bond which may have been is
sued in the case of Santiago Gonzalez Trigo, 
and the said Santiago Gonzalez Trigo shall 
not again be subject to deportation by rea
son of the same facts upon which any such 
deportation proceedings were commenced or 
any such warrants of arrest have issued." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third .time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

GIOVANNA SCANO ET .AL. 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1410) 

for the relief of Giacomo Scano, Gio
.vanna Scano, Guido Scano, and Valerio 
Scano. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be . it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Gia
como Beano, Giovanna Scano, Guido Beano, 
and Valerio Scano shall be held and con
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of enactment of this act, upon 
payment of the required visa fees. Upon 
the granting of permanent residence to such 
aliens as provided for in this act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota
control officer to deduct four numbers from 
the appropriate quota for the first year that 
such quota is available. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

On page 1, line 4, after the word "act", 
strike out the name "Giacomo Scano." 

On page 1, line 4, after the name "Gio
vanna Scano", · strike out the remainder of 
line 4. 

On page 1, line 5, strike out · the name 
"Valerio Beano." · 

On - page 1, line 8, strike out the word 
''fees" and substitute "fee." 

On page 1, line 9, strike out the word 
"aliens" and substitute "alien." 

On page 2, line 2, strike out the words 
"four numbers" and substitute the words 
"one number." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill for the relief of Giovanna Scana." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

KRSEV AN 'SPANJOL 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1492) 

for the relief of Krsevan Spanjol. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the pur

poses of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, Krsevan Spanjol shall be held and con
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee. 
Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such alien as provided for in this act, the 
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control omcer to deduct one number 
from the appropriate quota for the :first year 
that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

ANE KARLIC VLASICH 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1920) 

for the relief of Arie Karlie Vlasich. 
There being no . objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as · follows: · 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor 
child, Ane Karlie Vlasich; shall be held and 
considered to be the natural-born alien child 
of Mr. and Mrs. Charles Vlasich, citizens of 
the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to reco=i -
sider was laid on the table. 

KEVIN MURPHY 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1923) 

for the relief of Kevin Murphy. 
There ·being rio objection. the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of section 202 of the Immigration and Na
tionality Act, Kevin Murphy shall be held to 
have been born in England. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MARIE LIM TSIEN 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2285) 

for the relief of Mar.ie Lim Tsien. 
There being noobjection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: L 

Be it enacted, etc.: Th.lit, f~r the i>u.rpos~s 
of the Immigration and Nationalit:Y .. Act, 
Marie Lim Tsien shall be held and consid
ered to have been lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residenc.e as 9f 
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the date of enactment o! this act, upon pay- The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
ment ot the required visa fee. Upon the and read a third time, was read the third 
granting of permanent residence to such t• d ed d ti t 
alien as provided for in this act, the secre- ime, an pass 'an a mo on o recon-
tary of state $all instruct the proper quota- _sider was laid ·on the table. 
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota for the first year that 
such quota 1s a.va.Uable. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time~ an.d passed. and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

JEAN HENRI BUCHET 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 2345) 

for the relief of Jean Henri Buchet. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it .enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Jean 
Henri .Buchet shall be held and considered to 
have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence as of the date 
of the enactment of this act, upon. payment 
of the required visa fee. Upon the granting 
of permanent residence to such alien as pro
vided for in this act, the Secretary of State 
shall instruct the proper quota-control om
cer to deduct one number from the appro
priate quota for the first year that such 
quota is available. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 6, after the word "act'', change 
the comma to a period and strike out the 
remainder of the bill. 

The committee '"amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the. third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon

. sider was laid on the table. 

HEINRICH WOLFGANG 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2347) 

for the relief of Heinrich Wolfgang. 
Their being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

· the provision of section 212 (a} (9) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Heinrich 
Wolfgang may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence if he is 
found to be othe.rwise admissible under the 
provisions of that act: Provided, That this 
exemption shall apply only to a ground for 
exclusion of which the Department of State 
or the Department of Justice had knowledge 
prior to the enactment of t~is ~t. 

The bill was ordered to be en.grossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

~ KAZUKO IWATA RAUSCH 
The Clerk ce.lled the bill (H. R. 21704) 

for the relief of Kazuko Iwata Rausch. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bil~. as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provision of section 212 (a) (9) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Kazuko 

.Iwata Rausch may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent . residence if she is 
found to be otherwise admissible under the 
provisfons of that act: Provided, That this 
exception shaH apply only to a ground for 
exclusion of which the Department of State 
or the Department of Justice had knowl~dge 
'prior to the enactment of this act. 

DR. BIENVENIDO L. BALINGIT 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3057) 
for the relief of Dr. Bienvenido L. Balin
git. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as tallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Dr. 
Bienvenido L. Balingit shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admit~ed 
to the United States for permanent resi
dence as ol the date of the enactment of this 
act, upon payment of the required visa fee. 
Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such alien as provided for in this act, the 
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control officer to deduct one number 
grom the appropriate quota for the first year 
that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

GEORGE MIKROULIS ET AL. 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3201) 

for the relief of George Mikroulis, his 
wife1 Dora Mikroulis, and his daughter, 
Madonna G. Mikroulis. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
George Mikroulis, his .wife, Dora Mikroulis, 
and his daughter, Madonna 0. Mikroulis, 
shall be held and considered to have been 
lawfully admitted to the United States for 
'permanent residence as of the date of the 
enactment of this act, upon payment of the 
required visa fees. Upon the granting of 
permanent residence to such alien1:1 as pro
vided for in this act, . the Secretary of State 
shall instruct the proper quota control ofiicer 
to deduct three numbers from the appro
priate quota for the first year that such 
quota is available. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 2, line l, strike out "quota control." 
Page 2, strike out .. appropriate quota for 

the first year · that such quota ls available" 
and insert "number of visas authorized to 
be issued pursuant to the provisions of sec
tion 4 (a) (7) of the Refugee Relief Act ·of 
1953, as amended." 

The committee amendments were 
_agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be -engrossed 
and read a third time. was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table. · 

JOSEF AND PERLA NATANSON 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3527) 

for the relief of Josef and Perla Natan
son. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill. as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality ·Act, 
Josef and Perla Natanson shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United States for -permanent residence 
-as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fees. 

Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such aliens as provided for in this act, the 
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control ofiicer to deduct two num
bers from the appropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. · 

ESTHER LEDEA ESCOBEDO 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3869 > 

for the relief of Esther Ledea .Escobedo. 
There being no objection, the Clerl~ 

read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provision of section 212 (a) (9) and (19) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Esther Ledea Escobedo may be admitted to 
the United States !or permanent residence 
if she is found to be otherwise admissible 
under the provisions of that act: Provided, 
That this exemption shall apply only to a 
ground for exclusion of which the Depart
ment of State or the Department of Justice 
have knowledge prior to the enactment of 
this act. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

On page 1, line 3, strike out "provision" 
and substitute "provisions." 

On page 1, lines 7 and 8, strike out the 
words "this exemption" and substitute "these 
exemptions." 

On page l, line 8, strike out the words "a 
~round" .and substitute "grounds." 

On page 1, line 9, strike out the word 
"have" and substitute "had." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

ASHOT MNATZAKANIAN AND 
OPHELIA MNATZAKANIAN 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3963) 
for the relief of Ashot Mnatzakanian and 
Ophelia Mnatzakanian. 

Tl)ere being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as ·r ollows: 

ne it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Ashot Mnatzakanian and his wife Ophelia 
Mna tzakanian, shall be held and considered 
to have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence as of the date 
of the enactment of this act, upon payment 
of the required visa fees. Upon the granting 
of permanent residence to such aliens as 
provided for. in this act, the Secretary of 
State shall instruct the proper quota-control 
officer to dedµ,ct two numbers from the ap
propriate quota for the first year that such 
quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MAX MOSKOWITZ 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3965) 

for the relief of Max Moskowitz. 
There being no objection, the . Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notw1thstandlng

t:1e provision of section 212 (a) (9) of the 
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Immigration and Nationality Act; Max Mos
kowitz may be admitted to the United States 
for permanent residence if he is found to 
be otherwise admissible under the provi
sions of that act: Provided, That this . ex
emption shall apply only to a ground· for 
exclusion of which t·he Department of State 
or the Department of Justice have knowl
edge prior to the enactment of this act. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 9, strike out "have" and in
sert "had." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third thne, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to . 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

MRS. DONALD A. HOWARD 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4025) 

for the relief of Mrs. Donald A. Howard 
(nee Miss Elsa Ursula Kuchinke). 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provision of section 212 (a) (12) . of 
the Immigration anc;l Nationality Act, Mrs. 
Donald A. , Howard (nee Miss Elsa :Ursula 
Kuchinke) may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence if she is 
found to be otherwise admissible under the 
provisions of that act:· Provided, That this 
exemption shall apply only to a ground for 
exclusion of which the Department of State · 
or the Department of Justice had knowl
edge prior to enactment of this act. 

With the following committee amend-
ments: · 

On page 1, line 3, strike out the word 
"provision" and substitute the word "pro
visions." 

On page 1, line 3, after "212 (a)", insert 
"(9) and." 

On page 1; line 8, strike out the. words 
"this exemption" and substitute,. the words 
"these exemptions." . 

Ori page 1, line 8, strike out the words "a 
ground" and substitute "grounds." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered . to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and ·a motion to recon
sidei; was laid on the table .. 

ANDREW CARRIGAN 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4544) 

for the relief of Andrew Carrigan. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That a reentry permit 

issued pursuant to section 223 of the Immi~ 
gration and Nationality Act for Andrew Carri~ 
gan, born on May 4, 1952, who ls the adopted 
minor child of Mr. and Mrs. James Carrigan; 
shall be valid until such time as And.rew 
Carrigan becomes 10 years of age, or until 
such time as his adoptive father, James 
Carrigan, resumes permanent residence in 
the United States, whichever date occurs 
earlier. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time; and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MICHELE PICA: 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4548> 

for the relief of Michele Pica. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as·follows: 
Be it enacted, etc.,. That, notwithst~nd

ing the provision of section 212 (a) (9) of ' 
the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Michele Pica may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence if he· is found 
to be otherwise admissible under the pro
visions of that act: Provided, That this ex
emption shall apply only to a ground !or 
exclusion of which the Department of State 
or the Department of Justice had knowledge 
prior to the enactment of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon~ 
sider was laid on the table 

MRS. LEE SHEE YEE 
The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 4643) 

for the relief of Mrs. Lee Shee Yee (also 
known as Lee Lai Koon). 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, ln the admin
istration of the-Immigration a.nd Nationality 
Act, Mrs. Lee Shee Yee (also known a.s Lee 
Lai Koon) shall be held to be classifiable · 
as nonquota returning resident under the 
provisions of section 101 (a) (27) (B) of 
that act. 

The bill was .ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and: passed, and a 'motion to 
.reconsider was laid on the table. 

MISS BLANCA LINA RIONEGRO 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5074) 

for the relief of Miss Blanca Lina Rio
negro. 

. There being ·no ' objection, the Clerk 
. reap the bill, ~s . ~Qllo'Ws: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Miss 
Bla.nca Lina Rionegro shall be held . and con
sidered to have been lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence as of 
the date of the enactment of this act, upon 
payment of the required visa fee. Upon the 
granting of permanent residence to such 
alien as provided for Jn this act, the Secre
tary . of State shall instruct the proper quota 
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota for the first year that 
such quota is available. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, beginning ln line 7, ' after the 
words "visa fee,", strike out the remainder 
of the bill. 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motio:µ to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

TOM WONG <FOO TAI NAM) 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R.; 507~) 

for the relief of Tom Wong <Foo Tai 
Nam>. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: · 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality . Act, 

Tom Wong (Foo Tai Nam) shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted to 
the United States for permanent residenc.e as 
of the date of the enactment of this act, upon 

. payment of the required visa fee. Upon the 
granting of permanent residence to such 
alien as provided 'for in this act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota.
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota for· the first year that 
such quota is available. · -

The bill was ordered. to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 

MRS. KOTO NAKAGAWA 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5082) 

for the relief of Mrs: Koto Nakagawa. 
There being . no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the administra

tion of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Mrs. Koto ~akagawa shall be held to be 
classifiable as a nonquota returning resident 
under the provisions of section 101 (a) (27) .. 
· (B) of that act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 

ANDREAS (OR ANDREW> VOUTSINAS 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5869) 

for the relief of Andreas <or Andrew> 
Voutsinas. . 

There being ·rio objection; the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That . for the purposes 
of the Immigration · anp. N,.ationality Act, 
Andreas (or Andrew) Voutsinas shall' 'be 
held and considered ·to . have,, been lawfully 
admitted to the United States for permanent 
residence as· of the date of the enactment 
of this act upon payment of the required 
visa fee. Upon the granting of permanent 
residence to such alien as provided for in 
this act, the Secret~ry of State shall instruct 
the proper quota control officer to deduct 
one number from the appropriate quota for 
the first year that such quota is available. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

"That the Attorney General is authorized 
and directed to discontinue any deportation 
proceeding and to cancel any outstanding 
order and warrant of deportation, any war
rant of arrest and bond which may have 
been issued in the · ·case ·· of · Andreas (or 
·Andrew) Voutsinas, and the said Andreas (or 
Andrew) Voutsinas shall not again be sub
ject to deportation by reason of the same 
'facts upon which any such deportation pro
ceedings were commenced or any such war
rants of arrest have issued." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. · · , _ . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sj.der was laid on the table. 

JESAJAHU BRAUN. . 
The Clerk calle~ th~ i>ni <H. ·R , 5870>

for the relief of Jesajahu Braun. 
There befog no ob'jection,' the Clerk 

read the bill, as f oUows: · · · 
Be it enacted, etc., That, ,for the purposes 

of the .. Immigration and Nationality Act, 
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Jasajahu Braun shall be held _and consid
ered to have been . lawfully admitted to tlle 
U~ited States for permanent residence as 
of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the require.d visa fee. Upon 
the. granting. of permanent residence to such 
alien as provided for in this act, the Secre
tary of State shall ihstruct the proper quota
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota for the :first year that 
such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MRS. MARY CHRISTINE DOWDY 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 7197) 

for the re.lief of Mrs. ~ary ··christirie 
Powdy· . ' 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Mrs. Mary Christine Dowdy shall be held ahd 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United States for permanent resi
dence as of the date of the enactment of this 
act, upon payment of the required visa fee. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

. DR. FREDERIC S. SCHLEGER 
. The Clerk called the bill <H . . R .. 272B). 

. for the relief of Dr. Frederic $. Schle-
ge~ . . . . 
T~ere being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: · · 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury . is authorized and dfrected to 
pay, · ~ut o~ any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise .appropriated, to Dr. Frederic s. 
Schleger, New York·, N; Y., the sum of $2,000. 
The payme~t of such sum shall be in full 
s~ttlement of al~ claims of the said Dr. Fred
eric S. Schleger against the United States for 
compensation)or the loss of his aircraft (an 
85 Luscombe, registration number Nl661K), 
~hich was totally destroyed at Miller Field, 
Sta~en Island, N. Y., on March 8, 1952; when 
it crashed while being flown on a flight mis.:. 
sion of the Civil Air Patrol (New York City 
Group): Provided, That .no part of the 
amount appr9priated in this act in excess of 
rn percent thereof shall be paid or delivered 
~o or received by any agent or attorney on 
account of services rendered in connection 
with this claim, and the same shall· be un~ 
lawful, any contract · to the ·contrary not
_withsta:µd_ing. Any person v.iolating the pro
visions of_ this -act shall be deemed gu111;y of 
a niisdemeanor and ·upon co'nvictio·n thereof 
shall be fined in any sum rtbt exceeding 
$1,000. . 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 2, line 3, strike out "in excess of 10 
· percent thereof" 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. . 

The b111 was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed,· and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

FRANK G. GERLOCK 
·The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7114) 

for the relief of Frank G. Gerlock. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Frank G. Gerlock, 
14845 Gard~n Drive, Miami, Fla., the sum of 
$929.65, in full satisfaction and final settle
ment of his claim against the United States 
for destruction of his household goods and 
personal effects as the result of being inun
dated and SID:ashed while being transported 
by the Government in shipment from Trieste, 
Italy, to Avon Park, Fla., incident to his 
change of station while on active duty in the 
Army of the United States, such amount be
ing in addition to the amount of $2,500 al
ready administratively paid to' him under the 
provisions of the Military Personnel Claims 
Act of 1945,' as amended (31 U. S. C. 222c): 
Provided, That no part of the amount appro-: 
priated in this act shall be paid or delivered 
to or received by any agent or attorney on 
account of services rendered in connection 
with this claim, and the. same shall be un
lawful, any contract to the contrary not
withstanding. Any person violating the pro
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof 
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding 
$1,000. ' 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the.third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table. ' 

JOHN MEREDITH McFARLANE 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1097) 

for the relief of John Meredith Mc~ 
Far lane. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

·Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
John Meredith McFarlane shall. be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee. Upon 
the granting of permanent residence to' such 
alien as provided for in this act, the · Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota· for the first year that' 
such quota is available. · 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause ancl 
insert: 

"That the Attorney General is authorized 
an.d directed to discontinue any deportation 
proceeding and to cancel any outstanding 
order. and warrant of deportation, any y,re:r
rant of arrest · and bond which may.have been 
issued· in the case of John ·Meredith· Mc· 
Farlane, and the said John Meredith Mc- . 
Farlane shall not again be subject to de
portation by reason of the same f~ts upon 
which any such deportation proceedings were 
commenced or any such warrants of arrest 
have issued." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

REGINA DIPPOLD 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4326) 

for the relief of Regina Dippold. • 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor 
child, Regina Dippold, shall _be . held and 
considered to be the natural-born alien 
child of Edwin and Helen Dippold, citizens 
.of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MOCK JUNG SHEE <MOCK JUNG LIU) 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. ·5913) 

for the relief of Mock Jung Shee <Mock 
Jung Liu). · 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Mock Jung Shee (Mock Jung Liu) shall be 
held and considered to be classifiable as a 
returning resident as defined by section 101 
(a) (27) (B) . of that act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the· third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

EDWARD BARNETT 
The Clerk called the bill m. R. 6363) 

for the relief of· Edward Barnett. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bil.l, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the . p~ovision of section 212 (a) (9) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Edward 
Barnett may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence if he is found 
to be otherwise admissible under the provi
sions of that act: Provided, That this ex
emption shall apply only to a ground for 
exclusion of which the Department of State 
pr the Department of Justice had knowledge 
prior to the enactment of this act. 

· The bill was order,ed to be· engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, !ind a motion to recon.: 
sider was laid on the table. 

MRS. GERTRUD HILDEGARD 
NICHOLS 

The Clerk called the bill <H.'R. 7221) 
for the relief of Mrs.- Gertrud Hildegard 
Nichols. · · 

· ' The · SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr .. 
MILLS). Is ,there objection to the 'pres• · 
ent consideration o"f the bill? 

There was no objection. ' 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that a similar Senate 
bill, S. 2575, be considered in lieu of the 
House bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 

· gentleman from Pennsylvania? . · 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the Senate bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provision of section 212 (a) (9) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Mrs. Ger
trud Hildegard Nichols may be admitted to 
the United States tor permanent residence 1f 
she is found to be : otherwise admissible 
under the provisions of that act: Provided, 
That this exemption shall apply ·onl'y to a 
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ground for exclusion of which the Depart
ment of State or the Department of Justice 
had knowledge prior to the enactment of this 
act. · 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

A similar House bill CH. R. 7221) was 
laid on the table. 

ELFRIEDE ROSA CKUP) KRAFT 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6741) 

for the relief of Elfriede Rosa <Kup) 
Kraft. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill as · follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provision of section 212 (a) (9) and (12) 
of · the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Elfriede Rosa (Kup) Kraft may be f!.dmitted 
to the United States for permanent residence 
1f she is found to be otherwise admissible 
under the provisions of that . act: Provided, 
That t.his exemption shall apply only to a 
ground tor exclusion of which the Depart
ment of State or the Department of· Justice 
had knowledge prior to the ena,ctme~t of 
this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrosed 
and read a t.hird time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

GIOVANNI LAZARICH 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5866) 

for the relief of Giovanni Lazarich. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Giovanni Lazarich shall be held and consid
ered to have been lawfully admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence as of 
the date of the· enactment of this act, upon 
payment of' the required visa fee. . UP<?-1.1 the 
granting of permanent residence to' such 
alien as provided for · in this act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota for the first year that 

. such quota is available. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page l, line 9, strike out "quota-control." 
Page l, line 10, strike out "appropri~te 

quota for the first year that such quota is 
available" and insert "number of ·visas au
thorized to be issued pursuant to section 4 
.(a) (5) of the Refugee Relief Act of 1953,· as 
amended." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. . . 

GEORGE E. BERGOS 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3276) 

for the relief of · George E. Bergos <for
merly AthanasiOs Kritselis). 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
-read the bill as f p~lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and. Nation~llW Act, 
George E. Bergos (formerly Athanasios 
Kritsells) shall be he~d and cqn!>idered to 
have been lawfully admitted to th~ United 

States for permanent residence as of the 
date of the enactment of thla act, upon 
payment of the required visa fee. Upon 
the granting of permanent residence to 
such alien as provided for in this act, the 
Secretary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control officer to deduct one number 
from the appropriate quota for _the first year 
that such quota ls available. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 8, beginning with "Upon", 
strike out the remainder of the bill. 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third. time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

MRS. JEANNETTE S. HAMILTON 
The Clerk called the bill CS. 1353) 

for the relief of Mrs. Jeannette S. Ham
ilton. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provision of section 212 (a) (3) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Mrs. Jean
nette S. Hamilton may be admitted to the 
United States ·for permanent residence ~ 
she is found to be otherwise admissible 
under the provisions of that act: Provided, 
That this exemption shall apply only to a 
ground for exclusion of which the Depart
ment of State or the Department of Jus
tice has knowledge prior to the enactm~mt 
of this act: 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was reaq the _third time • . and 
passed, . and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

EDWARD NEAL FISHER 
The Clerk called the bill CH. Ii. '4602) 

for the relief of Edward Neal Fisher. 
There being no· objection, the Clerk 

read. the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purpo13es 

of all laws of the United States, Edward 
Neal Fisher, Effingham, Ill., shall be held 
and considered to have ser'1ed continuously 
on active duty with the United States Army 
during the period beginning May 20, 1898, 
and ending May 2, 1899, both dates inclu
sive, and to have received an honorable dis-
charge from such service. · 

SEC. 2. No benefits shall be payable by 
reason of this act to any person for any 
period prior to the date qn which an appli
cation for such benefits is filed subsequent 
to the date of enactment' of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to ·recon
sider was laid on the table. 

MRS. HELEN BARSA 
The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 4872> 

for the relief of Mrs. Helen Barsa . . 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: . .. 
Be it enacte~, etc., ~at the Sec!etary of 

the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to·pay, out of any-money in the 
Treasury :q.ot otherwise appropriated, . the 
sum of $1,000 to Mrs. Helen Barsa, of Detroit, 
Mich., in· full settlement o~ all claJms agafhst 
the United States as a refund for security 
bonds posted for M~ria Sofie Farah and Jorge 

Farah which were declared forfeited March 
15, 1954: Provided, That no part of the 
amount appropriated in this act in exce~ of 
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered 
to or received by any agent or attorney on 
account of services rendered in connection 
with this claim, and the same shall be un
lawful, any contract to the contrary notwith
standing. Any person violating the provi
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof 
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding 
$1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

IMPERIAL AGRICULTURAL CORP. 
The Clerk calied the bill CH. R. 5285 > 

for the relief of the Imperial Agricul
tural Corp. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized and di
rected to pay, out of any money in the Treas· 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to · the Im
perial Agricultural Corp., a corporation of. 
the State of Connecticut, the sum of $67,-
713.60. The payment of such sum shall be 
in full settlement of all claims of such cor
poration against the United iitates for reim
bursement of actual expenses incurred . as a 
result of the failure in 1951 of a crop of 
Kena! seed which had been obtained from 
the Commodity Credit Corporation and 
planted in the State of Florida under the 
terms of a contract (dated July 6, 1951) be
tween ·the United States and the Imperiai 
Agricultural Corp.: . Provided, That no part 
of the amount appropriated in thla act _in 
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or 
delivered. to or receiyed ~Y ~ny agent _ or at
torney on account of services . rendered in 
connection with this claim,. arid the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con~ 
tract notwithstanding. Any person violating 
the provisions o~ this act shall l:>e deem~(i, 
guilty of a misdemeanor ,and up~m convic
tion thereof shall· be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $1,000. · 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read ;:i, third ti~e. was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon~ 
sider was laid on the table. 

JOHN C. WALSH 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. · 5533) 

for the relief of John C. Walsh. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to John C. Walsh, of 
New York, N. Y., the sum of $5,800. The 
payment of such sum shall be in full settle
ment of all claims of the said John C. Walsh 
against the United States on account of pro
fessional services rendered by him as a spe
cial assistant to the Attorney General of the 
United States for tfie period beginning Feb
ruary 3, 1953, and ending .June 30, 1953, both 
dates inclusive, his claim theref-ot ·(clailil No. 
21568787) having , been disallowed by the 
General Accounting Otn~ as exceeding a sal
ary limitation .which was established for 
such position, but . Of,' ~tc)l lie was not tn
tormed: Provided~- That .·no "part of the 
amount appropriated in this act in excess of 
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered 
to ·or re<!"ei\'ed by any i;tgent or attorney_-on 
account of services rendered in connection 
with this "claim; -arid the~ same' shali be un-

• ·~ \ ·I 
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lawful, any contract to the contrary notwith
standing. Any person violating the provi
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor · and upon conviction thereof 
shall be fined in any sum not· exceeding 
$1,000. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 2, line 5, strike out "in excess of 10 
percent thereof." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to reGon
sider was laid on the table. 

WILLIAM H. FOLEY 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6452) 

for the relief of William H. Foley. 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That sections 15 to 20, 

inclusive, of the Federal Employees' . Com
pensation Act are hereby waived in favor of 
William H. F<;>ley, Waterford, Conn., and 
his claim for compensation for personal in
juries sustained on October 11, 1929, while in 
the performance of his duties as a pipefitter 
at the United States submarin'e base, New 
London, Conn., shall be acted upon under the 
remaining provisions of such act if he files 
such claim with the Bureau of Employees' 
Compensation, Department of Labor, within 
60 days after the date of the enactment of 
this act. · 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: ' .. · · 

"That section8 15 to 20, inclusive, of the 
Federal Employees' Compensation Act, as 
amended, are hereby wailved in favor of 
William H. Foley, Waterford, Conn., and his 
claim for compensation for disability re
sulting from personal injuries alleged to have 
been sustained while in the· performance of 
his duty as a pipefitter at the United States 
submarine base, New London,· Conn., shall 
be considered and acted upon under the 
remaining provisions of such act in the same 
manner as if such claim had been timely 
filed, if . su.ch claim is filed within 90 days 
after the enactment of this act: Provided, 
That no benefits shall accrue for any period 
prior to the enactment of this act except 
such medical expenses as may be found to 
be reimbursable.'.' 

. The comm.ittee amendment was· agreed 
to. . ' 

The bill was ordered to. be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the-table. 

JULIAN, DOLORES, JAIME, DENNIS, 
ROLDAN, AND JULIAN, JR., LI
ZARDO 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4039) 

for the relief of Julian, Dolores, Jaime, 
Dennis, Roldan, and Julian, Jr., Lizardo. 

There ·being. no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purpos~s 
of the Immigration and Nation:ality .. ~c1;, 
Julian, Dolores, Jaime, Dennis, Roldan, and 
Julian, · Jr., · Lizardo, shall be held and 
considered to have b~en lawfully admitted to 
~he United States for permanent reside.nee 
as of the date of the enactment of this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fees, 

Upon the granting of permanent residence 
to such aliens as provided for in this act, 
the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control omcer to de4uct six 
numbers from the appropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota is available. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 1, line 4, strike out "Jaime, Den~is". 
Page 2, line 1, strike out "six" and insert 

"four" 
At the end of section 1, page 2, insert: 
"SEC. 2. Upon the enactment of this act 

Jaime and Dennis Lizardo, shall be classifi
able as nonquota immigrants under the pro
visions of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act." . 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

FAVORING SUSPENSION OF DEPOR
TATION IN THE CASE OF CERTAIN 
ALIENS 
The Clerk called the concurrent reso

lution (S. Con. Res. 42) favoring the sus
pension of deportation in the case of 
certain aliens. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the concurrent resolution, as fol
lows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of .Rep
resentatives concurring), That the Congress 
favors the suspension of deportation in the 
case of each alien hereinafter named, in 
which case the Attorney General has sus
pended deportation pursuant to the pro
visions of section 244 (a) ( 5) of the Immi
gration and Nati<;mality Act (66 Stat. 214; 
8 U.S. C. 1254 (c)): 

A-5981713, Dickel, Junior, Wiater. 
E-078565, ·Fontes, Sebastiano De. 
A-2553452, Garcia, Nicolas. 
E-47368, Gasca-Sardina, Juan. ''.· ' ; . •). 
E-069249, LOzano, Jose Pascual. 
A-5845821, Maniscalco, Giuseppe. 
E-16323, Mercadante, Rocco. 
E-069259, Sweedler, Hilda. 
A-2266360, Triana-Aguilar, Lucas. 
A-1116968, Watchinsky, Samuel. 
A-1552531, Lopez-Chavez, Juan. 
E-057379, Manouskos, James George. 
E-89257, Ciaccia, Catello Charles. 
E-069558, Lucio-Leon, Felipe. 
A-5988306, Rudy, George. 
E-078638, Capozzi, Francesco. 
E-069474, Castaneda, Juana Ponce-Rosales 

de. 
A-1894829, Slojkowskl, John Anthony. 
E-057816, Solano, Ramon. · 
E-077119, Garcia, Antonio Menendez. 
A-45.95749, Jakubiak, Frank Anthony. 
A-2236659, Jarger, Junior, George. 
A-4608159, Maniscalco, Samuel. 
E-054983, Mayo, Walter John. 
E-058681, Ortiz-Gonzalez, Faustino. 
A-4747607, Schmidt, Karl. 
A-5149973, Schmitt, Joseph Otto. 
A-4793952, Wagner, Sam. 
A-3167418, Dippner, Hermann. 
A-2744439, Kuprashewithz, Wladimir. 
A-1168565, Silverio, Caroline Lucca Di Pie-

tro. 
A-4100237, Woislaw, Stanslaw. 
A-3939724, Woislaw, Felikcia Anna. 
A-5624707, Yen, Lok. · 
A-2590255, Bakovich, Nick. 
E-053681, Barlow, Enid. 
1200-43511, Chadwick, Ann Betancourt. 
A-1339656, Doolittle, Immacolatina. 
A-1437~31, Mark, Zef. · 
E-076774, Porcello, Vincenzo. 

· A-4777524, Ramirez-Medel, Anastacio. 

~7358, Salazar-Aguilar, Jesse Robert; 
E-89260, Shaw, Norman Howard. 
A-1109526, Stephens, George Saunders. 
A-5932871, Torowis, Jurko. 
A-1644860, Wengorowski, . Ignatz. 
A-5914114. Wolck, Vladimir. 
A-5844626, Firetto, Paolo. 
A-4948601, Schmidt, Frederick. 
A-1153640, Woishnis, Frances Victoria. 
A-5339974, Bostrom, Iver August. 
E-075816, Castro, Stephen. 
A-3322617, Cromie, Thomas Wilfred. 
E-076879, Dujuambi, Monte Alfonso Car-

mett. . 
A-4167829, Garbus, Abraham. 
T-2682534, Mercier, Lucien TrefHe. 
A-5969128, Michelson, Robert. 
A-3231388, Morgan, Charlotte. 
A-3900018, Vicklund, Knut Oskar. 
A-5753722, ·Lupino, Louis. 
A-5849321, Rostowsky, Frances Catherine 

(nee Vaiciunas). 
A-1595525, Sevagian, Avedis. 
A-1604070, Bosky, Paul Adam. 
A-24523'66, Bungard, Leonard Joseph. 
E-47592, Martinez-Luna, Hipolito. 
:A-1631944, Psaros, Speros. 
A-3972039, Walker, Gerardo Verdugo. 
A-2146407, Wineman, Sam. 
E-131755, Wolfson, Abe Bernard. 
A-2176896, Wood; James Archibald. 
A-4348492, Badalmenti, Dominick. 
A-3814987, Caldera-Roldan, Joaquin. 
A-2303530, . Fryza, George. 
A-3554030, Gaytan-Ybarra, Angel. 
A-4945116, Grossman, Carmelina. 
A-3043634, Duchin, Abraham. 
A-2544643, Lande, O\:'e John. 
A-1745616, Litwak, Jake. 
A-3042362, Luteron, Illes. 
A-5024257, Odder, Toutlc. 
A-5541581, Russell, Rose Agnes. 
A-3774200, Weinstein, Catherine. 
A-3433019; · Weissman, Hyman. 
A-4038929, Culotta, Vincent. 
A-4091431, FraniCevich, Frank Marija. 
A-3243585, Wasserman; Aron Harry. 
A-4961731, Wiersch, Rose. 
A-8280922, Bartnik, Andrew~ 
A-4402553, Calish, Ben. 
A-8447000, Camiolo, Cristoforo. 

. A-4749433, Cooper, Benjamin. 

. A-2608947, -Davitto, Bernardo Vercoglic. 
A-7361922, Dobrovich, John. 
E-080681, Galdikas, Anthony Constance. 
A-4819163, Goldberg, Joseph Benjamin. 
A-545825, Goldenberg, Scoocher. 
A-1738912T, Greenfield, Philip. 
A-1165031, Harishuk, James Frederick. 
A-1953490, Jacob, Leo Carl. 
A-1224861, Kubis, John Joseph. 
A-5571019, Maciejewski, Floryian. 
A-4088212, Maloff, Carl. 
A-1038887, Mordos, Aniela. 
A-3773694, Nockowitz, Charles. 

... E-078680, Paukstys, Vincent. 
1415-3776, Paz-Lucio, Isaac De La. 
A-2256143, Rojas-Guzman, Pedro. · 
A-3607468, Schwarz, John. 
0402/8161, Smith, Walter. · ·.' · 
A-3130901, Telles-Mejia, Tomas. 
A-1011263, Valdez, Patricio. 
A-5634530, Vito, Liborio. 
A-5160088, ·Zech, John. 
A-2390285, Zielinski, Frank. 
T-303059, Bartolini, Alberto. 
8511-A-1274, Caramanlau, Gheorghe. 
E-053084; Cepeda Teran, Aurelio. 
A-3042474, Chaykowski, Michael. 
A-1427387, Chervinski, Charles. 
!Hl9265, Chillemi, GiovanniL 
A-5934786, Cimino, Jean. 
0800-106472, Cobos, Tomas. 
A-1459543, Cowart, Harry Fuller. 
E-069328, Dem, Louise. 
A-2888771, Drownowski, Czeslaw. 
A-1847251, Elber, Isadore, 

· A-5524604, Feldman, Pal. 
A-4724104, Ferro, Pete. 
A..:..2174885, FigioUa, Louis Jack. 
A-3740609, Grado, Luigi Di. 
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A-4705290, Gutsteln, Albert. 
A-5343594, Holody, Martin. 
A-2194350, Honkamaa, Charles. 
A'-3155214, Irla, Anthony Stanley. 
A-3237162, Kalinovik, Alexander Paul. 
A-1028748, Kaplan, Abraham. 
A-2518778, Kashlgian, Artin. 
A-5918920, Kauth, Kurt Max. 
A-3132325, Knowles, Ann Eirwen. 
A-7858221, Kryczka, John. 
A-5402770, Lamars, Pete. 
A-3623367, Latarski, Sigmund. 
A-4963675, Lti.kac, John. 
A-2941249, Maneniskis, Joseph. 
A-5151675, Matheson, Wilfred Laurier 

(William Matheson) . . 
A-3017074, Medoway, Sam. 
E-070997, Novak, Bela. 
A-5720885, Nowak, John. 
A-3818026, Ostrashelski, Constantine. 
E:...083290, Pong, Soon. 
A-8116357, Reed, John David. 
A~755643, Richter, Walter. 
A-5753580, Rocco, Lotiis. 
A.,-2671145, Rucienski, Alek.sander. 
2770-P-142631, . Sandler, Josel David. 
A-1853190, Sandor, Victor. 
E-086512,. Schwar, Klara . . 
0800-84629, Simon Aurif. . 1 

• The bill . was·- ordered- ' to be read a 
·third time, ·~as read the tliird · tlnie, and 
passed; and a . mot~on to reconsi!ier was 
:Iaid on the table. . · 

A similar House bill,, H. R. 6927, was 
laid on the table. . 

MRS. BARBARA (PEARSON) 
BOYCOTT 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4769) 
for the relief of Mrs. Barbara <Pearson) 
-Boycott. 

There . being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as. follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provisions of paragraphs (9) and (10) of 
section 212 (a) of the Immigrati9n and Na:
tionality Act, Mrs. Barbara (~earson) Boy
cott may be admitted to the United State_s 
for permanent residence 1f she is found to 

"be otherwise admissible under the provisions 
of that act. 

With the· following committee amend
·ment: 

A-5862381, Slater, Frank. ' Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
E-47365, Sosa Paz, Luz. insert: 
A-1840646, Torres, Jose Buenaventura. "That, notwithstanding . the provision· of 
A..,-1815668, ';I'uchet, Frank. . "section 212 (a) (9f of the Immigration an~ 
A-4967148, W.alonce~ Stanley Francis. . ·Nationality Act, Mrs. Barbara (Pearson) Boy-
A-2935138, Wilkas, Julius. . · cott may be admitted to the United States 
A-1704536, Ziegenhirt, Joseph Francisco. for permanent residence 1f she is found to 
A-3122325, Forsbac.ka, Johannes Alfred. be otherwise admissible under the provisions 
A-5967839, .Hovanec, John. : of that act: Provided, That this exemption 
A-1985254, Jurlln, Daniel D. shall apply only to a ground for· exclu~lon of 
A-7485159, Ke.ere, Everett Vernon. which the Department of State or the De-
E-057815, Mor.eno Aguilar, Conrado. ·partment of Justice had knowledge prior to 
A-4727339, Proch, John Alexander. "the enactment of this act." 

With the following committee amend- The biil .was ordered to be engrossed 
ment: ·and read a third time, was read the third 

Beginning on page 6, line 14, strike out time, and passed, and a motion to recon
the remainder of the concurrent resolution. ·sider was laid on the table. 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. · · · ROSETTA ITTNER 

·· The bill was ordered to be read a 
third "time, was read the third time, 
'and passed, and· a motion to reconsider 
was lai4 <?n _tl?-e table.. , 

PAULINE ELLEN REDMOND 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 14'1> for 
~the relief -of Pauline Ellen Redmond. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
.read the };>ill, as f ollow_s: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, ~or the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Pauline Ellen· Redmond shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the. United State·s for permanent resi
dence as of the· date of the enactment of t;his 
act, upon payment of the required visa fee. 
Upon the . granting of per~anen.t residence 
to such alien as provided for in this -act, the 
~ecretary of State shall instruct the proper 
quota-control officer to deduct one number 

.from the appropriate quota .for the first year 
that such quota is available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third tiµie, and 
passed, and. a motion to reconsider was 
laid .on the .. table. 

MARY FREIDA POELTL SMITH 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 223) for 
the relief of Mary Freida Poeltl Smith. 

There being no objection, the Cierk 
read the bill, as follows: -

- Be it enacted, · etc., -Th~t. notwithstanding 
the provisions of paragraphs (9) and (12) of 

.section 212 ·(a) oJ tl1~. Im~ig_r~tion and 
Nationality Act, Mary Freida Poeltl Smith 
may be admitted for perm~ent residence ff 

·she ls · fotuid ' to be otherwise 'admissible 
under the provjsions of such act: Provided, 

' That these ex.emptions .shall apply only to 
gr~unds for exclusiorr of wP,ich the Depart
ment of State or the Department of Justice 
has knowledge prior . to the enactmen't of The concurrent resolution was con

curred in . . The Clerk called the bill (S. 85) for · this act. 

CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LANPS 
ON TURTLE , MOUNTAIN INDIAN 
RESERVATION 

rpie Clerk _called. th_e bill <H. R. 6927> 
providing for. the conveyance to St. Louis 
Church of Dunseith, Dunseith, N. Dak .• 
of certain lands on the Turtle Mountain 
Indian Reservation. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? · · 

There wa.s po objection. 
Mr. ENGLE. Mr. Speaker,. I ask unan

imous consent to substitute for H. R. 6927 
an identfoal Senate bill, s., 1397. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the Senate bill, a~ follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Interior -ls authorized and directed' to 
transfer, with .the consent of the Tuttle 

· Mountain Advisory Committee, to St. Lciuis 
Church .of Dunseith, Dunseith, N. ~ •• all 
right, title, and interest of the United States 
and of the Turtle Mountain Band of Chip
pewa Indians in and to the following
drscrtbed lands: The east half of the south
east quarter Df t}le southeast quarter of the 
southwest quarter, and the west half o! the 
southwest quarter of the southwest quarter 
of the southeast quar.ter, of section -18, 
township 162 north, range 72 w~st, :flfth prin
cipal meridian, ex~epting and · reserving 
therefrom JOO feet along the ~·e.ction line. for 
highway purp9s~s. 

the relief of Rosetta Ittner· The bill was ordered t<Y be read a third 
There ·being no objection, the Clerk :time, was read the third time, and 

read th'e bill, as follows: ·passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding ~ laid on ihe table. 

the prQvisions Qf section 212 (a) (9) of the 
Immigra~lon and Nationality Act, ROsetta 
Ittner ma,y be admitted to the United States 
for permanent residence if she is found to be 
otherwise admissible under the provisions of 
such act: Provided, That this exemption 
shall apply 'only to a ground for exclusion of 
which the Department of State or the De-

,_ partment of Justice has knowledge prior to 
the enactment of this act. 

The bill "Nas ordered to be read a .third 
time, was read the third time, and 
pa~sed, and -a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

·'· WILHELMINE SCHELTER 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 86) fo_r 
the relief of W!lhelmine Schelter. 

There being no Objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be if enacted, etc., That,' notwithstanding 
the provisions of: section 212 (a) (9) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Wilhel
mine Schelter may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence 1f she· is 
found to be otherwi8e admissible under the 
provisions o! such act: Provided, That · this 
exemption shall apply only to a ground for 
exclusion of which ~h.e J?epartment of State 
or the Department of Justice had knowledge 
prio~_ to the e.n~ctment of this act. -

MELANIE SCHAFFNER BAKER 

The Clerk called the . bill <S. 235) for 
· the relief of Melanie Schaffner 'Baker. 
- There being no obJe.ction, the -Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: · 

Be it enacted, etc.,-Tliat, notwithstanding 
the provisions of section 212 (a) '(6) of .the 

·Immigration · and . Nationality rAct,' Melanie 
Schatrner Baker may be admitted to the 

·united States for permanent residence if 
· she is found to be otherwise admissible 
under the provisions of such act, under such 
conditions iw.d _controls which. the Attorney 
General, after con~ultatton_ with _th~ Surgeon 

, General of. the United States Public Health 
Se~vi~e. peparj!me~t, of . H~alt)l, Educat~on, 
and Welfare, may deem necessary to impose: 
Provided, That a suitable and proper bond 
'Or uncfertaking; :appfoyed" by ·the Attorney 
. General~ be depo~ited ~ prescribed by sec
. tion 213 ~f .~J:?.e said act. 

The bill was-ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 

. passed, and a motion to .reconsider was 

. laid on the table. 

MRS. ~A PLAN:IN:SEK 
The clerk called the bill <S. -240) :· f6r 

: the r.elief J>f M_rs, a:eJ.ena Fl~~k .. 
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' There lfelni ;no ob)ection, the Clerlt 

read the bill, as follows.: . 
Be it enact~d, :etc.~ · That, notwltluitandlng 

the provisions of -section 212· (a) (6) of the 
Immigration and Nationality . Act, Mrs. 
Helena Planinsek may be admitted to the 
United States for permanent residence 1t 
she is found to be otherwise admissible 
under th~ provisions of such act, under such, 
conditions and controls :Which tlie Attorney 
General, after consultation with the Sur
geon · General of the United States Public 
Health Service, Department ·of Health, Edu
catiqn, and W~l_far~. may deem necessary t~ 
impose: Provided, That a suitable and proper 
bond · or uµdertaking, approved by the At
torney General, be . deposited as prescribed 
by sectio~ 213 of the said act. ·. , 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
pass~d. ~nd· . a mo.tio~ to reconsider was 
laid on the t.alile. 

MISS CECIL~ PATR~CIA , CHAPMAN 
The Clerk called the bill (S. -293) for 

the relief of Miss Cecile Patricia Chap
man. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the · bill, as follows: 

Be -it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provisions oLsec.tion 101 (b) of the 
Immigration- and Nationality Act. Miss 
Cecile Patricia Chapman shall be held and 
considered to be within the purview of sec
tion 101 (a) (27) (A) of the said act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read·tbe third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

ELSA ALWINE LAR$EN 
The· Clerk called the bill <S. 518) ~or 

the relief of Elsa Alwine Larsen. · 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, ~s follows:_ · 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding. 

the' provisions of paragraph (9) of section 212 
(a) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Elsa Alwine Larsen may be admitted to the· 
United States for permanent residence if she 
ls found to be otherwise admissible under the 
provisions of such act= Provided, That this 
exemption -shall apply only to a ground for 
exclusion of which the Department of State 
or the Department of .Justice has knowledge. 
prior to the enactment of this act. 

The bitl was ordered lo be read a third' 
time, was read the-third time; and passed, 
and a motion to . reconsider' was fa.id e;n 
the table. · 

GERDA GRAUPNER 
The Clerk called the bill <S. · 843). for· 

the relief of Gerda Graupner. · · 
There being no. objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, in the admin

istration of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, Gerda. Gr~upner, the flancee of Sgt." 
Haden Wilson Pierce, a. citizen of the .United· 
States, shall be eligible _for a visa as a non-; 
immigrant temporary visitoi: for a period o~ 
3 months: -.Pr-0vided,. ·That--the administrative 
authorities find that the said Gerda Graupriei: 
is coming to ,the United St~tes with ~ bona' 
:fide intention of ·being· married to the said_ 
Sgt-. Haden W.Uson: Pieree' and that she is 
found otherwise .admissible under the provi
sions of:the Imriltgratlon and Natronality Act 
other than the protision of section 212 (a)' 
(9) of tha~ act: Provided further, That this 
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exemption shall apply only to . a -ground for 
~xclusion of which the Depar-tment of.. State or the Department of Justice has knowledge 
prior, to the enacti:nent of this act. In the 
event that the marriage between the above"'. 
named persons does not occur within 3 
months after the entry of the said Gerda 
Graupner, .she shall be required. to depart 
from the United States and upon failure to 
do so shall be deported in accordance with 
the provisions of sections 242 and 243 of the 
~mmigration and Nationality Act. In the 
event that the marriage between the above
named persons s}lall occur within 3 months 
after the entry of the said Gerda Graupner; 
the Attorney General is ·authorized and di
rected to record the lawful admission for 
permanent residence ·of the said ·Gerda 
Graupner as of the date of the .payment by 
~er_ of t~e requiz:.ed visa fee., · 

212 (a) of the Immigration -and. Nailonality 
.l\,ct, Maria Anna Coone may be admitted ,to 
the United States for. permanent residence, 
if she is found to be otherwise admissibld 
l:lnder the provisions of such act. The pro
visions of this act shall apply only t6 grounda 
for ·exclusion under suc;:h paragraph known 
to the Secretary of State or the Attorney 
General prior to the date of enactment . of· 
thi~ act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third· 
time, w~s read the third time, and passed,' 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

RURIKO HARA 
The Clerk called the bill- <S. 1496) for 

the relief of Ruriko Hara. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third' There being no objection, the Clerk 

time, was read the third time, and passed, read the bill, as follows: 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on Be it enacted, etc., That, for lhe purposes 
the table. - of section .101 (a) (27~ (A) and 205. of the. 

GABOR LANYI 
. Th~ Clerk called the bill (8. 884) for 
the relief of Gabor Lanyi. . 

There being no objectionL the Clerk 
read the bill, · as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That," notwithstanding 
the . provisions . of paragraphs (1) an~ ("4) 
of section 212 (a) of the ,Immigration. and, 
Nationality Act, .Gabor Umyi may be ad
mitted to the United States for permanent_ 
resldence if he is found to be otherwise ad
missible under .the provisions of such act. 
The provisions of this act shall apply only, 
to grounds for -exclusion ·under such ·para
graphs known to the Secretary of State or··thei 
Attorney General prior to the date of en_act
men t of this ac't: Provided, That a suitable· 
and proper bontl or undertaking, ai>proved 
by the Attomey General, be deposited as 
pres~ribed by section 213 of the said· act. 

The bill was ordered to .be. read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. · 

HELENE MARGARETA JOBST 
The Clerk _called the bill (8. 1266) for· 

the relief of Helene Margareta Jobst. · 
· There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, a~ follows; · 
, ;ae it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provisions of section 212 (a) (6) of the. 
Immigration a~d Nationality Act, Helen~ 
Margareta . Jobst may be admitte~ to the 
United States for permanent residence if she : 
1s found to be otherwise admissible under 
the provisions of . suc:q. act, under sµch con- . 
ditions and controls which the Attorney 
General, after consultation with the Surgeon · 
General of the 'Q'Iilted States Public nealth 
Service, Department of Health. Education, 
and Welfare, may deem necessary to impose: 
Provided; That a suitable and proper bond 
or undertaking, approved by the Attorney . 
General,_ be d~posit~d a~ pi:escribed by ~ection -
213 of the said act. 

· -The bill was ordered-to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a -motio'n to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

, MARIA A~A- COONE - • 

The Clerk. called the bill (8. 129S) for~ 
the relief of Maria Anna Coone. 
· There · ·beiilg no .objection. the Clerk 

read the bill, ·as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., Th'at notwitlistanding 

the provisions of paragraph ( 9) of section 

Immigration and Nationality Act, the minor 
child, Ruriko Hara, shall be held and con
sidered to be. the natural-born alien child 
of Masaki Toshi, · a citizen of the United 
States: · · · 

) 

-· The bill was ~ordeted· to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. · 

ERNST FRAENKEL AND. HIS WIFE,· 
HANNA FRAENKEL . 

: The Clerk called-the bill <S. 1541) for
the relief of Ernst Fraenkel and his wife, 
Hanna Fraenkel. 
:. There being no •objection; the Clerk 
r,ead. the bill, as !ollows: . J 

B~ it enacted, etc., iThe.t, in the adminis~ 
tration Qf the Immigration . and Nationality 
Act, Ernst Fraenkel and his wife, Hanna 
Fraenkel, naturalized · citizens of the United 
~tates, shall be permitted to .r.eside in Oe_r-. 
many until 3 years fpllowing the date of the 
enactment of this act without losillg their 
Unied States citizenship under section 35:1· 
(al pf !iU~ll .. a~t. 

The 'Pill . was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on' 
the · table~ -

~ CONSTANTINOS PANTERMALIS 
: The Clerk called .Uie bill (S. 1S81) for. 
the relief of Constantinos Pantermalis. 
--There being' no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
: . B~ ' it ~n~ct~d, · etc:, Th~t: for the purpos~s . 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Gonstahtinos Pantermalis ·shall be held and 
considered to have been lawfully. admitted 
to the United States for petmanent resitlence · 
as,· of the date of the enactment o! this act, 
upon payment of the required visa fee. 
Upon th.e granting of permanent residence · 
to such alien. as. provided .!or in this act, the 
Secretary of 1State shall in'Struct the proper 
quota-control officer to dedu·ct one number 
:from the appropriate quota for the tlrst .year · 
tllat such quota is available. 

~ The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the · third time, and 
passed, and a motion to· reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro · tempore. ·- The·. 
Chair "S.nnounces that Calendar Nos. '771 
and 772 are not available at the desk, 
and will be passed over. 
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MUALLA &. HOLLOWAY · 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 2269) f ~r 

the relief of Mualla s. Holloway. . 
·There being no objection, the Clerk 

read tJ:~e bill, as follows: 
·Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provisions of paragraph ( 12) of section 
212 (a) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, Mualla S. Holloway may be admitted to 
the United States for permanent residence, if 
she is found to be otherwise admissible un
der tJ:}e provisions of such act. The provi
sions of this act shall apply only to . grounds 
for exclusion under such paragraph known 
to the Secretary of State or the Attorney 
General prior to the date of enactment of 
this act. · 

FRANCES IRENE SMART 
The Clerk called the bill .<H. R. 1514) 

for the relief of ·Frances Irene Smart. 
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that this bill be 
passed over without prejudice. · 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Calen

dar Nos. 778 and 779 are not available 
at the desk and will be passed over. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the bills begin
ning with Calendar No. 778 and extend
ing .to and including Calendar No. 796 
be passed over, because reports a.re not 
available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

' objection to the request of the gentle
man fr.om Alabama? 

the table. 

NADIA NOLA.ND AND SAMIA OUAFA 
. NOLAND 

The Clerk called the bill (S .. 2270) .for 
the relief of Nadia Noland and Samia 
Ouafa· Noland. . , 

There· being · no objection, the Clerk 
1·ead the bill, as follows: · 

Be it enacted; etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provisions of paragraphs ( 9) and ( 12) of 
section 212 (a) of the Immig?;_ation and Na
tionality Act, Nadia Noland may be admitted 
to the United States for permanent resi
dence, if she is found to be ·otherwise ad
missible under the provisions o{ such act, 
The provisions of this act shall apply only 
to grounds for' exclusion under such para
graphs known to the · Secretary of State or 
the Attorney General prior to the date of 
enactment of this act. · · 

SEC. 2. For the purposes of sections 101 (a) 
(27) (A) and 205 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, the minor child, Samia 
Ouafa Noland, shall be held and considered 
to be the natural-born alien child ·of RMO 
Paul F. Noland, a citizen of.the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and ·a motion to reconsider· was laid on 
the table. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Calen
dar No. 775 is not available at the Clerk's 
desk and will likewise be passed over. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF CLAIMS 
The Clerk called the resolution (H. 

Res. 309 > providing for sending to the 
United States Court of Claims the bill 
H. R.-7453. . . 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
i·ead the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the bill (H:' R .' 7453) en
titled "A bill . for the relief of Richard M. 
"I:aylor and Lydia Taylor," toge.ther with all 
accompanying papers, is hereby referred to 
the United States Co.urt of Claims pursuant 
to sections 1492 and 2509 of .title 28, United 
States Code; and said court shall proceed 
expeditiously with the same in accordance 
with the provisions of said sections and re
port to the House, at the earliest practicable 
date, giving such findings of fact and con
clusions thereon as shall be sumcient to in
form the Congress of the nature and charac
ter .of the demand, as a claim legal or equi
table .against the United States, and the 
amount, if any, legally or equitably due from 
the United States to the claimant. 

The . resolution was agreed to; and a 
motion to reconsider was laid en the 
table. 

There was no object.ion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

last three bills on the Private Calendar 
are not at the desk, either,. so they will 
be passed over. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
Mr. McCORMACK. :Mr. Speaker; .I 

ask unanimous consent that in the call 
of the Consent Calendar today the pro .. 
vision of the rules requiring bills to be 
on that calendar 3 legislative days in 
order to be considered be waived. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is tnere 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Massachusetts? 

·There was no objection. 

WORK o~ 'sUBCOMMlTTEE ON IM
MIGRATION AND .NATIONALITIES 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE 
JUDICIARY 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, -I 

ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman fl'om 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, we 

have just witnessed the perfect team 
work that exists in the consideration of 
private bills, and we have seen the con .. 
fidence of the entire Membership of the 
House in the work of the subcommittee, 
as evidenced by the fact that close to 
two hundred bills; if ·not more, have 
been passed by the House within the past 
few hours. These are private bills com
ing out of that committee, and which 
mean so much to the individuals who 
benefit by them. Mr. Speaker, while 
it takes only a second or two, if there is 
no objection, to have a bill passed
that bill represents many hours of 
thoughtful consideration by the mem
bers of the subcommittee, as well as by 
the members of the staff of the sub
committee. I want to particularly ex .. 
press my thanks to the chairman and 
the members of the subcommittee of the 
Committee on the J'udiciary for the · ex .. 
cellent work they have done this year 
and the excellent work they have done 
in past years. This year many, many 
hundreds of bills have come out of the 

~ubcomrnittee. ~pd passed the House of 
Representatives by unanimous consent. 
To the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WALTER], the chairman of the sub .. 
committee, and the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. FEIGHAN], the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. CHELF], the gentlewoman 
from ·Michigan [Miss THOMPSON]' the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HYDE], 
who are members of the subcommittee, 
I want to express my deep thanks for 
the hard work they have done and the 
great sacrifices they have made with 
reference to this type of legislation, and 
although their work seldom receives 
publicity, they have accomplished a great 
deal for many hundreds of 1ndividuals 
who benefit from the passage of these 
bills. 
· Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? · · 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield. 
Mr. JACKSON. I should like to asso

ciate myself, Mr. Speaker, with the re
marks made by the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts in respect to this hard-work .. . 
ing committee. As the gentlem·an has so 
ably expressed it, the work of this com-

. mittee in a· 1arge part go~s unnoticed, 
without any fanfare. of publicity. In 
fact, as many Members of the House have 
done, I have appeared before the sub
committee in . SU!)port Of one or another 
pieces of legislation 'having to do with 
private bills. The unfailing courtesy of 
the chafrman, the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. WALTER], and of every 
Member of the subcommittee, has been 
such, I think, that the thanks of every 
.Member of this body is due to them for 
the manner ·in which they conduct the 
work of this subcommittee. 

M1•. FULTON. Mr. Speaker, · if the 
gentleman will· .yield, I · just wanted to 
say that I want to compliment the· staff · 
of the committee because they certainly 
have ·done well. . 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, this 
subcommittee only yesterday made pub
lic a very important report on interna
tional migration problems. It is a monu
mental document and a credit to the 
chairman and members of the subcom
mittee. Each Member of the House of 
Representatives ·should read the report, 
the number of which is 1570. · 
THE WORK OF THE SUBCOMMITTEE ON CLAIMS 

OF THE COMMITTEE ON TH~ JlJDICIARY 

Mr. McCORMACK. Ml\ Speaker, the 
remarks I have just ma<;le al.so apply 
to the Subcommittee on Claims of which 
my very good friend the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LANE] is the chair .. 
man. I also extend my thanks to him 
and all the members of his subcommit
tee-the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
FORRESTER], the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. DONOHUE], the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BOYLE], the gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. REED], the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. MILLER], 
and the gentleman from North Dakota 
[Mr. BURDICK]. 

And to the staff of both of these sub
committees, hard-working, efficient, and 
courteous, their service means so much 
to any committee, but particularly on 
these two subcommittees. 

·I also want to extend my sincere 
thanks · and . with it I know goes the 
thanks of the membership of the House 
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to Mr. Walter R. Lee, clerk of the Sub
committee on Claims, and to Mr. Walter 
M. Besterman, clerk of the SuQcomnlittee 
on Immigration and Nationalities, and 
to their able assistants, Mrs. Vi.olent T. 
Benn, Mrs. France.s F. Christy, Miss 
Velma Smedley, and ,particularly to Mrs_. 
Bessie Dick; director of the staff of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

I also want to thank. the members of 
the Objectors Committee who have given 
voluntarily of their. time and worked 
over and above the call of duty on the 
Consent Calendar, consisting of the 
gentleman from North Carolina·, Mr. 
DEANE; the ·gentleman from Colorado, 
Mr. ASPINALL; the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, Mr. BOLAND; the gentle
man from Iowa, Mr. CUNNINGHAM; 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. 
BYRNES; the gentleman from Michigan, 
Mr. FORD. . 

Also I wish to thank the . members 
of the Objectors Committee on Private 
Claims, the gentleman from Alabama, 
Mr. RoBERTs; the gentleman from 
Oklahom·a, Mr. JARMAN; the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, Mr. BOLAND: 
the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SHEE
H.\N; the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
Mr. VAN PELT; and the gentleman from 
Kansas, Mr. A VERY. . . 

I wish also to include the legislative 
clerk, Mr. Joseph F. Feeney, of Massa-
chusetts. ' 

To each and every one I extend my 
sincere thanks for a wonderful job done 
during this ~ess~on of Congress. · 

LISELOTTE WARMBRAND 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent for · the immediate 
-consideration of the bill <S .. 191) for the 
relief of Liselotte Warmbrand. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provisions of section 212 (a) (9) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Liselotte 
Warmbrand may be admitted to the United 
Stateli for permanent residence if she is 
found to be otherwise admissible under the 
provisions of such act: Provided, That this 
exemption shall ·apply only to a ground for 
exclusion of which the Department of State 
or the Department of Justice has knowledge 
prior to the enactment of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. ' 

APOS'rOLOS VASILI PERCJ\.S 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill <S. 239) for the 
relief of Apostolos Vasili Percas. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. --
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Apostolos Vasili Peroa8 shall be held and 

considered to have been lawfully admitted 
to the United States for permanent resi
dence as of the date of the enactment of 
this act, upon payment of the required visa 
fee. ·upon the granting of, permanent resi
dence to such allen as provided for in this 
act, the Secretary of State shall instruct the 
proper quota-control officer to deduct one 
number from the appropriate quota for the 
first year that such quota ls available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, ·and 
passed, and a motiori to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

MRS. LIESELOTTE EMILIE DAILEY 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill <S. 1105) for 
the relief of Mrs. Lieselotte Emilie 
Dailey. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the ·gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the provision of section 212 (a) (9) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Mrs. Liese
lotte Emilie Dailey may be admitted to the 
.United States for permanent residence if 
she is found to be otherwise admissible under 
the provisions of that act: Provided, That 
this exemption shall apply only to a ground 
for exclusion of which the Department of 
State or the Department of Justice has 
knowledge. prior to the enactment of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

SPYRIDON SAINTOUFIS AND HIS 
WIFE EF'ROSSINI SAINTOUFIS 

Mr. WALT~. Mr .. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill <S. 1706) for the 
relief of Spyridon Saintoufls and his wife 
Efrossini Saintoufis. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted,. etc., That, for the purposes 

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Spyrldori Saintoufts and his wife Efrossini 
Saintoufl.s shall be held and considered to 
ha_ve .. been lawfully ·admitted to the Un\ted 
States for permanent residence as of the 
date of the enactment of this act, upon 
payment of the required visa fees. Upon 
the granting of permanent residence to such 
aliens as provided for in this act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota
control officer to deduct the · required num'
bers from the appropriate quota or quotas 
for. the first year that 'such quota or quotas 
are available. 

The bill was ordered to be read a thir'd 
time, was read the · third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

ANNA MARIE HITZELBERGE~ 

SCHEIDT, AND aER MJ;NOR CHILD. 
:, ROSANNE HITZELBERGER 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ·ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 

consideration of the bill <S. 1730) for 
the relief of Anna Marie Hitzelberger 
Scheidt, and her minor child, Rosanne 
Hitzelberger. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the·request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
. The Clerk rea~ the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provisions of paragraphs (9) and (12) 
of section 212 (a) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, Anna Marie Hitzelberger 
Scheidt may be admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence if she is 
found to be otherwise admissible under the 
provisions of such act: Provided, That these 
exemptions shall apply only to grounds for 
exclusion of which the Department of State 
or the Department of Justice has knowledge 
prior to the enactment of this act. 

SEC. 2. For the purposes of sections 101 (a) 
(27) (A) and 205 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, the minor child, Rosanne 
Hitzelberger, shall be held and considered 
to be the natural-born alien child of Peter 
J. Scheidt, a citiZen of the United States. 

The bill was ordered to be read a thlrd 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. · 

STATUS OF PERMANENT RESIDENCE 
GRANTED TO CERTAIN ALIENS -
Mr. WALTER. Mr; Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take ·from the 
Speaker's table House Concurrent Reso
lutiqn 167, approving the granting of the 
status of permanent residence to certain 
aliens, with a Senate amendment there
to and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read· the . Senate amend-

ment, as follows: 
Page 17, after line 9, insert : 
·~A-10141545, Chao~ Chang Hsiang. 
"A-7782852, Huang, Pao-Chen. 
"A-7202750, Lin, Shang Wu. 
"A-7418222, Ma, Yiew Min." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was concurred 

in; and a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 

STATUS OF PERMANENT RESIDENCE 
GRANTED TO CERTAIN ALIENS 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent · to take from the 
Speaker's table House Concurrent Res
olution 168, favoring the granting of the 
status of permanent residence to certain 
aliens, with a Senate amendment there:_ 
to, and concur in the Senate amend
ment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
· The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 

as follows: · 
Page 5, after line 16, insert: 
"A-680871~. Milinovic, Branko. 
~·A-7863464, Nizinskl, Wladyslaw. 
"0501-19023, Nizinski, He~yka Zoila Kula." 

The Senate amendment was con-
curred in; and ~ motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 
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OFELIA . ~RTIN . ERWIN S. DE MOSKONYI . INGEBORG LUISE FISCHER 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from ·· the 
Speaker's table the bill <H .. R. 1034) 
with a Senate amendment and concur 
in the Senate amendment. ·. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend· 

ments, as follows: 
Line 4, strike out "DeMoskonyi" and in

sert "de Moc.skonyi." 
Amend the title so as to .read: "An act 

for· the relief of Erwin S. de Mocskonyi." 

The Senate amendments were con
curred in; and a motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 

GRACE. CASQUITE. HWANG 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
S:i:eaker's desk the bill (H. R. 1060) for 
the relief of Grace Casquite Hwang, .with 
a Senate amendment thereto, and con· 
cur in the Senate· amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the 'bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend

ment, as follows: 
Line 7, strike out all after "fee." down 

to and including line 11. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was con· 

curred in; and a motion to reconsider 
was laid on , the table. 

KARµ:S ABELE . 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask un• 

ariimous consen,t to take from the Speak
er's desk tne bill <H. · R. 1301)' for the 
relief 'of ·Karlis Abele, with Senate 
amendment thereto, 'and concur in the 
senate amendment. . . . . . 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend

ment, as foliows: 
Page l, line ,lQ, strike out all after "Act ... 

over to and including Urie' 3 ori. page 2. 
.. 

The SPEAKER. · Is there objection to 
·the request of the ·gentleman from Penn· 
sylvania? ·~' · · 

There w-as no objection. . " 
The· Senate amendment was concurred 

in; and .a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. · · · 

' . 
· DALISAY LOURDES CRUZ 

Mr'. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, ·.! - ~sk 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill ciI:..R. l552>.fot 
'the relief of Dalisay Lourdes Cruz, ·with 
Senate amendment thereto, · and concur 
in .. the Senate aniendm~nt. · · , · 

. The Clerk tead the title .of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate ·amend

ment, as fol.lows: 
Line 6, strike out "and Mrs. Antonio Cruz, 

citizens" aIJ.d insert: Antonio Cruz, ·a citlzen". 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentl~man from Penn-
sylvania'? : .. 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment :was concurred 

iii;" and a motion to reconsider -was lai.4 
on the table. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous c.onsent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill (H. R. 1958) for 
the relief of Ingeborg· Luise Fischer, with 
Senate amendments thereto and concur. 
in the Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend

ments as follows: 
Line 5, strike out "Fischer" and insert 

"Walling." 
Amend the title so as to read: "An act for 

the relief of Ingeborg Luise Walling.'.' 

The SPEAKER. Is there objectio·n to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were con

cu_rred in; and a motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 

SADA ZARIKIAN 
Mr. WALTER. Mr . . Speaker, I ask 

unanimous corisent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill <H. R. .2065) for 
the relief of Sada Zarikian, with Senate 
amendment thereto, and concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend-

ment, as fallows: . 
Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

insert "That, in the administration of t~e 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Sada 
Zarikian shall be held and considered to be. 
within the purview of section 354 (a) (5) 
of that ~ct." 

. The, SPEAKER. Is the·re objection 'to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- · 
sylvania? '· 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WALTER . . Mr. Sp~aker, I · offer 

a motion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. WALTER. moves to strike out "section. 

354 (a) ( 5)" and substitute in . lieu tnereot 
"section 354 ( 5) ." · 

The motion was agreed to . 
. The Senate ameridinent, as amended, 

was concurred in; and a motion to . re-
consider was laid on the . table. . 

GERALDINE GEAN HuNr AND LINDA 
MARIE HUNT, 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, :I ask 
unanimous consent · to take from the. 
'Speaker's. desk the bilL (H. R. · 2753) . for 
·the relief of Geraldine . Gean Hunt and 
Linda Marie Hunt .with Senate amend
ment thereto, and concur in the Senafe 
~meJ:ldµient. . · '. . , , 

The Clerk read the title of the bill . 
· · The Clerk read the Senate amend
ment, as follows: 

Line 8, strike out all after "fees," down to 
and including line 12. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the ·gentleman from 
Pennsylvania'? · · · - · 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was concurred · 

in; atid .. a motion to recon.sider was !aid 
on the table •. · · · 

Mr. WALTER. - Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill <H. R. 2791) for 
the relief of Ofelia Martin, with Senate 
amendment thereto, and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the -bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend

ment, as follows: 
Line 6 and 7, strike out "and Mrs. Gentry 

'Martin, · citi~ens" and insert: "Gentry Mar-
tin, a citizen." · · 

The SPEAKER. .Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
~ennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was concurred 

in; and a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. · 

DOROTHY CLAIRE MAURICE 
Mr. WALTER . . Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill CH. R. 3189) for 
the relief of Dorothy Claire Maurice. · 
. _ Be it enacted, etc., That, for · the . purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality · Act, 
Dorothy Claire Maurice shall be held and 
considered to -have been lawfully ·admitted 
to the United States for permanent residence 
as of the date of the -enactment of this act, 
upon p!J,ymeµt of the requireg_ visa fee. Up<;m 
the granting of permanent residence to such 

. alien as provided for in this act, the Secre
tary of State shall instruct the proper quota
control officer to deduct one number from 
the appropriate quota for the first year that 
such quota is available. 

With Senate· amendment thereto, and 
concur .in the Senate amendmei;it. . 
. The <:;!erk read the title of ,.th~ bill. . 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 
a.s follows: · · · · 

Line 7, ·strike' out all after "fee." down to 
and focl'l!di~g line 12. · ·. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no .objection. 
The Senate amendment was concurred 

in; and a motion to. reconsider was laid 
on the table. 

LUISE PEMPFER· 
Mr. WALTER. · Mr. Speaker, I a.sk 

unanimou8 consent to take ·from the 
Speaker's ·desk tl)e bill <H. R. 3507) for 
the r,elief of L'Qise Pempfer <now Mrs. 
William L. Adams> with Senate amend
ment thereto ·and 'concur in the Senate 
amendment. · · · · 

The Clerk read the title of .the bill. · 
The Cl~rk rea~ the Senate' amend

ment, as follows.: 
Line ~' strike out .-. (2)" and insert ;, (a) . " 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania? · 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment, was concurred 

1n; and a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 

LUISE ISABEU4 CHU 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unariimous consent to take from the 
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Speaker's desk the bill <H. R. 3628> for 
the relief of Luise Isabella Chu, also 
known as Luise Schneider, with Senate . 
amendment thereto, and concur in the 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amendment, 

as follows: 
Line 8, strike out all after "fee.", down to 

and including line 12. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn- · 
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate a·mendment was concurred 

in; and a motion to reconsider was laid, 
on the table. 

BffiGIT CAMARA 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill <H. R. 3635) for 
the relief of Birgit Camara, also known 
as · Birgit Heinemann, with Senate 
amendment thereto, and concur in the ' 
Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend

ment, as follows: 
Line 8, strike out all after "fee.", down to 

and. including line 12. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania? . 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was concurred · 

in; and a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 

. M~GARETHE. BOCK 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill (H. R. 4468) for 
the relief of Margarethe Bock, with 
Senate amendment thereto and concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the ·bill .. 
The Clerk read the Senate amendment 

as follows: 
Amend· the title so as to read: "An act for 

the relief of Margarethe Bock and her ·son, 
Robert Harald Bock." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania? · - · 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was concurred 

in; and a motion to reeonsider was laid 
on the table. 

FRANCISCA ALEMANY 
Mr.· WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I as~ . 

unanimous consent to take from the · 
Speaker's desk the bill <H. R. 5546) for 
the relief of Francisca Alemany., -with a 
Senate amendment thereto; and concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
· The Clerk read-the Senate amendment, 

as follows: · 
Strike out all after the enacting clause 

and insert "That, for the purposes of the 
Immigratto~ _and Nationaltty Ac· Francisca 
Alemany shall be held and consi~ered to be 
the minor child of her parents, Mr. and Mrs. 
~a~ael A,lemany, lawful per~anent r.eside·nts 
of the United St~tes." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was concurred 

in, and a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 

ROSA BffiGER 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to return for imme
diate consideration to Private Calendar 
No. 772, the bill <S. 1974> for the relief 
of Rosa Birger. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

the-provisions of paragraphs (6) and (19) of 
section 212 (a) of the Immigration and Na
tionality Act, Rosa Birger may be admitted 
to tbe United States for permanent resi
dence, if she is found to be otherwise ad
mi.ssible under the provisions of such act, 
under such conditions and controls which 
the Attorney General, after consultation with 
the Surgeon General of the United States 
Public Health Service, Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, may deem necessary 
to impose: Provided, That a suitable and 
proper bond or undertaking, approved by the 
Attorney General, be deposited as prescribed 
by section 213 of the saic;i act. The provisions 
of this act shall apply only to grounds for 
exclusion under such paragraphs known to 
the Secretary of State or the Attorney Gen
eral prior to the date of enactmept of this 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
tim~. was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. · 

DOMESTIC ·MINERALS PROGRAM 
EXTENSION ACT OF 1953 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask , 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table ·the bill (H. R. 6373) to 
amend the Domestic Minerals Program 
Extension Act of 1953 in order to extend 
the programs to encourage the discovery, 
development, and production of certain 
domestic minerals with Senate amend
ments thereto, disagree to the Senate 
amendments, and agree to the confer
ence asked by the Senate. 

·The SPEAKER. Is there· objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? The Chair:hears none, and 
appoints the following conferees: Messrs. 
ENGLE, ASPINALL, ROGERS of Texas,' SAY
LOR, and YOUNG. 

CONSENT .CALENDAR 
The SPEAKER. This is Consent Cai

endar day. ,. The Clerk will call the.first 
bill on the .Consent Calendar. 

PASSPORT FEES 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5844) 

to increase the fee for executing an 
application for a passport from. $1 to $3. 

There bein~ no objection, the Clerk 
r~ad the bill, as follows: · 

.Be it enac_tea_, , etc~, That the first proviso 
of section number .1 of the act entitled "An 
act makiI;ig an appropriation for th'.e Diplo-

matic and Con·sular Service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1921," approved June 
4, 1920 (22 U. S. C., sec. 214), ts amended 
by striking out "the· fee of $1" and by in
serting in lieu thereof "a fee of $3." 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

APPOINTMENTS TO THE UNITED 
STATES MILITARY ACADEMY AND 
THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE 
ACADEMY 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5269) 

to increase the number of cadets that 
the President may personally select for 
appointment to the United States Mili
tary Academy and the United States Air 
Force Academy. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The S:i:>EAKER. Is there objection to 

the present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. WIER, Mr. YATES; and Mr. 

BAILEY objected. 

VETERAN$ REGULATIONS 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R : 1614) 

to amend the Veterans. Regulations to 
provide an increased statutory rate of 
compensation for veterans suffering the · 
loss or loss of use of an eye in combina
tion with, the loss or loss of use of a limb. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I as}\ unani
mous consent that this bill .may be passed 
over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 

VETERANS' AFFAIRS LEGISLATION 
The Clerk called. the bill CH. R. 1821) 

to provide that checks for benefits ·pro
vided by laws administered by the Ad
ministrator of Veterans' Affairs may ·be · 
forwarded to the addressee in certain 
cases. 

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill may be passed over without 
prejudice. . . 

The. SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request c)'f the gentleman from Wis
consin? 

There was no objection. 

~EVISION AND " CODIFICATION OF 
LAWS RELATING TO ARMED 
FORCES 
The Clerk called the· bill <H. R. 7049) 

to revise, codify, and enaet into law· title 
10 of the United States Code entitied 
"Armed Forces," ·and - title ·32 · of the 
United States Code entitled "National 
Guard." · · · 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. .'Is there objection to 

the present consideration of the · bill? · 
· Mr. HALEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving 

the right to object; I ~hbuld like· t(f in
quire of the gentleman in charge' of the 
bill whether there -is anything in the bill 
'Yhich will have the effect of changing 
the present· law which gives Reserve and 
National Guard officers . retlfed under . 
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title III of the act of June 29, 1948, the 
right to draw their· retired pay without 
regard to section 212 of ·the Economy 
Act of 1932. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, if · the 
gentleman will yield, I assure the gentle
man there is no change in that. 

Mr. HALEY. ·I withdraw my reserva
tion of objection, Mr. Speaker: 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
further reserving the right to object, 
does the legislation now being approved 
in anywise affect section 38 adopted in 
1901? 

Mr. WILLIS. I have an amendment 
which I believe will cover the subject. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, . if 
the gentleman will yield, will the gen
tleman state what the amendment 
means so that the Members will be ad
vised? 

Mr. WILLIS. The amendment does 
this: The act to which the gentleman 
refers was adopted in 1901, as the gentle
man knows, having to do with the sale ' 
of alcohol at Military Establishments. 
Then, in 1951, the law was restated, and 
there is some diversity of opinion as to 
whether the act of 1951 repeals the law 
of 1901. Frankly, it is the opinion of the 
staff on the Committee on the Judiciary 
and the people with whom we collabo
rated on the subject, that the act of 1951 
supersedes the act of 1901. But since our 
job is not in any way to effect substantive 
law but simply to restate the law in code 
form, we have the provision carrying out 
the legal opinion and thus repealing the 
statute of 1901. But to be sure and sat
isfy the gentleman that we are not alter
ing substantive law, the amendment that 
we have sent to the desk would take 
away the repeal, so that ·the law as it 
stands today will ·continue to stand. It 
is doubtful which of the two acts pre
vails, but we will not repeal the act of 
1901. Both statutes will remain on the 
books .. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. In any event, 
you do not in anywise change the stat
ute to which you have referred? 

Mr. WILLIS. We definitely do not. 
Mr. McCORMACK: You do not take a 

step back toward prohibition, do you. 
Mr. WILLIS. - We do not. 
Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker,. will the 

gentleman yield? · 
· Mr. WILLIS. I yield. 

Mr. LANHAM. When the gentleman 
says that both laws will stay on the 
books, will both laws appear in the codifi
cation, the law of 1951, and the other? 
Will the 1951 law appear in the codifica
tion? 

Mr. WILLIS. I think the latest law, 
the 1951 law, will be in the code. 

Mr. LANHAM. But the older law will 
not? 

Mr. WILLIS. It -will still be in the 
statutes, it- will not be repealed. 

Mr. LANHAM. But it will not appear 
in the code? 

Mr. WILLIS. That is correct. 
Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, Will ' the 

gentleman withhold . his objection for a 
moment? If we do not · pass this today 
and it ·goes over until the next session, 
there will have to be another complete 
recodification. It would cost probably 
another $25,000 to do it. Th'is i.s a ·ve'ry 

difficult task. We have been working on 
this codificatio:p., I am informed, fQr ~ 
years. I do hope the gentleman will not 
object. There are no substantive 
changes in the law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there· 
objection? 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

INCLUSION OF ACCREDITED SERV
ICE TOWARD CIVIL SERVICE RE
TIREMENT 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1041) to 

amend the Civil Service Retirement Act 
of May 29, 1930, as amended, to provide 
for the inclusion in the computation of 
accredited service of certain periods of 
service rendered States or instrumentau.:. 
ties of States, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5 of the 
Civil SerVice Retirement Act of May 29, 1930, 
as amended, is amended by inserting after 
the first paragraph thereof the following: 

"Subject to the conditions contained in 
this paragraph, there shall be included, in 
determining for the purposes of this act the 
aggregate period of service rendered by an 
officer or employee who is serving in a posi
tion within the purview of this act (other 
than a position described in this paragraph) 
at the time of his retirement or death, all 
periods of service rendered by him as an 
employee of a State, or any instrumentality 
thereof, exclusively or primarily in the 
carrying out of-

"(1) the program of a State Rural Reha
bilitation Corporation created for the pur
pose of handling rural relief the funds for 
which were made available by the Federal 
Emergency Relief Act of 1933 ( 48 Stat. 55) , 
the act of February 15, 1934 ( 48 Stat. 351), 
and the Emergency Appropriation Act, fiscal 
year 1935 (48 Stat. 1055), and any laws or 
parts of laws amendatory of, or supple
mentary to, such acts; 

"(2) the Federal-State cooperative pro
gram of agricultural experiment stations re
search and investigation authorized. by the 
act of March 2, 1887, as amended and sup
plemented (7 U. S. C., ch. 14); 

"(3) the Federal-State cooperative pro
gram of vocational education authorized by 
the act of February 23, 1917, as amended 
and supplemented (20 U. S. C., ch; 2); 

" ( 4) the Federal-State cooperative pro
gram of agricultural extension work author
ized by the act of May 8, 1914, as amended 
and supplemented (7 U. S. C., secs. 341-348); 

"(5) the Federal-State cooperative pro
gram of forest and watershed protection au
thorized by section 2 of the act of March 1, 
1911 (16 U. S. c., sec. 563), and by the act 
of June 7, 1924, as amended and supple
mented (16 U. S. C., secs. 564-568b); 

"(6) the Federal-State cooperative pro
gram for the control of plant pests and 
animal diseases authorized by the provisions 
of law set fort}l in chapters 7 and 8 of title 7 
and in section 114a of title 21 of the United 
States Code. · 

"The period of any service specified in this 
p·aragraph shall be included in computing 
length of service for the purposes of this 
act of any omcer or employee only upon com• 
pliance with the following conditions: 

" (A) the performance of such service is 
certified, in a form prescribed by the Civil 
Service Commission, by the head, or by a 
person designated by the head, of the de.
partment, agency, or independent establish
ment in the executive branch of the Gov
ernment of the United States which admin
isters the provisions of law authorizing the 
performance of such ·service; . 

"(B) the oftlcer or employee shall have ·to 
his credit a total period of not less . than 5 

years of allowable service under this act, ex
Clusive of service allowed by this paragraph; 

" ( C)' the officer or employee shall have 
deposited with interest at 4 percent per 
annum to December 31, 1947, and 3 per
cent per annum thereafter, compounded 
on December 31 of each year, to the credit of 
the civil-service retirement and disability 
fund a sum equal to the aggregate of the 
amounts which would have been deducted 
from his basic salary, pay, or compensation 
during the period of service claimed under 
this paragraph if during such period he had 
been subject to this act; 

"(D) such period of service is excluded 
from credit for the purposes of any an
nuity received by such officer or employee 
from a State. 

"As used in this paragraph the term 'State' 
includes Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico." 

SEC. 2. The annuity of any person who 
Ehall have performed service described in the 
second paragraph' of section 5 of the Civil 
Service Retirement Act of May 29, 1930, as 
added by this act, and who before the date 
of enactment of this act shall have been 
retired on annuity under the provisions of 
the act of May 22, 1920, as amended, section 
8 (a) of the act of June 16, 1933, or the act 
of May 29, 1930, as amended, shall, upon 
application filed by such person within 1 
year after the date of enactment of this act 
and compliance with the conditions pre
scribed by such second paragraph, be ad
justed, effective as of the first day of the 
month following the date of enactment of 
this act, so that the amount of such annuity 
will be the same as ·if. such paragraph had 
been in etiect at the time of such person's 
retirement. · 

With the following -committee amend
ments: 

(1) Page 1, line 9, after the word "em
ployee", insert "of the United States Govern
ment or the Municipal Government of the 
District of Columbia... -

(2) Page 2, lines 1 and 2, strike out "(other 
than a position · described in this para
graph)." 

(3) Pages 5 and 6; strike out all of sec
tion 2. 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. · 

FEDERAL EMPLOYEES' GROUP LIFE 
INSURANCE ACT OF 1954 

The Clerk called the bill (8. 1792) to 
amend the Federal Employees' Group 
Life Insurance Act of 1954. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the .bill •. as follows_: 

Be it enacted, etc., That (a) section 5 (c) 
of the Federal .Employees' . Group Life In
surance Act of 1954 is amended to read as 
follows: 

"(c) The sums withheld from employees 
under subsection (a) and the sums contrib
uted from appropriations and funds · under 
subsection (b) shall be deposited in the 
Treasury o! the United States to the credit 
o! a fund which 1s hereby created. Said fund 
is hereby made available without fiscal year 
limitation for premium payments under any 
insurance policy or policies purchased as 
authorized in 'sections 7 and 10 of this act, 
for the payment of any obligations under 
agreements assumed pursuant ·to section 10 
of this act, and for any· expenses incurred by 
the Commission in the administration of 
this act within such limttatfons as may be 
specified annually in · appropriation acts: 
Provided, That appropriations available to 
the Commission for sal~ries and expenses for 
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the fiscal year 1955 shall be available on a 
reimbursable basis for necessary adminlstra
ti ve expenses of carrying out the purposes 
of this act until said fund shall be sutficient 
to provide therefor. The income derived 
from any dividends or premium rate adjust
ments received from insurers shall constitute 
a part of said fund." 

(b)' ·section 5 of said act ls amended by 
adding the following subsection at the end 
thereof: 

"(d) The Secretary of the Treasury ls au
thorized to invest aµd reinvest the moneys 
in the fund created by section 5 ( c) , or any 
part thereof,- in interest-bearing obligations 
of the United States and to sell such obliga
tions of the United States for the purposes 
of the fund. The interest on and the pro
ceeds from the sale of any such obligations 
shall become a part of the fund." 

SEc. 2. (a) The third proviso of section 7 
(d) of said act is hereby repealed. 

(b) Section 7 (e) of said act is amended 
to read as follows: 

"(e) The companies eligible to participate 
as reinsurers, and the amount of insurance 
under the policy or policies to be allocated 
to each issuing company or reinsurer, may 
be redetermined by the Commission for and 
in advance of any policy year after the first, 
on a basis consistent with subsections (c) 
and ( d) of this section, with any modifica
tions thereof it deems appropriate to carry 
out the intent of such subsections, and based 
on each participating company's group life 
insurance in force in the United States on 
the most recent December 31 for· which in
formation is available to it, excluding that 
under any policy or policies purchased under 
this act, and shall be so redetermined in a 
similar manner not less often than every 3 
years or at . any time that ·any participating 
company withdraws from participation: Pro
vided, That if, upon any such redetermina
tion, in the case of ~ny issuing company or 
reinsurer which insured employees of the 
Federal Government on December 31, 1953, 
under policies issued to an association of 
Federal employees, the amount which · re
sults from the application of the formula 
referred to in subsection (d) of this section 
is less than the total decrease, if any, since 
December 31, 1953, in the amount of such 
company's insurance under such policies, the 
amount allocated to such company shall be 
increased to the amount of such decrease: 
Provided further, That any increase in the 
amount allocated to such company by appli
cation of the preceding proviso shall be re
duced by the amount or amounts of any 
policy or policies purchased from such com
pany under the authorization of section 10 
of this act, and in force on the date of such 
redetermination." 

SEc. 3. Section 10 of said act is amended 
to read as follows: 

"SEC. 10. (a) The Commission is author
ized to arrange with any nonprofit associa
tion of Federal or District of Columbia em
ployees for the assumption by the_· fund 
created by section 5 (c). of all life insurance 
agreements, including all benefits contained 
therein, obtained or provided by such asso
ciation for its members. 

"(b) The Commission ls authorized with
out regard to other sections of this act and 
without regard to section 3709 of q1e Revised 
Statutes, as amended, to purchase from one 
or more life insurance companies, as deter
mined by the Commission, a policy or poli
cies of group life insurance to insure all or 
any portion of the life insurance agreements 
obtained or provided by an association for 
its members and assumed .under this section: 
Provided, That any such company must be 
either ( 1) the · company then insuring such 
members under a policy or policies issued to 
such association; or (2) a company which is 
an insurer or a reinsurer under section 7 of 
this act. , The Commission may at any time 
discontinue any policy or policies it has pur
chased from any insurance company. 

"(c) Any association accepting such ar
rangement shall, in consideration therefor, 
pay over and transfer to the Commission ( 1) 
an amount equal to the .actuarial value, as 
determined by the Commission, of the in
surance obligations assumed by the fund 
created by section 5 (c), or (2) the total 
assets of the life insurance fund of such 
association, whichever is the lesser. Such 
payment and transfer shall be a premium for 
the purchase of the Government insurance 
arrangement, shall be deposited in the fund 
created by section 5 ( c) , and shall be accom
plished in accordance with the procedures 
and conditions prescribed by the Commis
sion, and in accordance with the require
ments of applicable law. 

"(d) The arrangements authorized by this 
section shall be made within 6 calendar 
months following the date of enactment of 
this amending act, or such later date as the 
Commission may agree when there are ex
tenuating circumstances, but not later than 
August 17, 1957, and such arrangements shall 
apply only to life-insurance agreements exist
ing on both the date of the approval of this 
amendment and on the date of the respec
tive arrangement. 

" ( e) Any such arrangement shall provide 
that the continuation of the insurance cov
erage of such members shall be conditioned 
upon their payment to the fund ~reated by 
section 5 ( c) , in such manner and under 
such conditions as the Commission may pre
scribe, of premium payments equal to the 
premiums or dues previously payable by them 
for such insurance coverage. 

"(f) The members of such associations 
shall not by reason of any such arrange
ments be disqualified from any other insur
ance benefits provided by this act if other
wise eligible therefor." 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 2, after line 21, insert a new section 
2 to read as follows: 

"SEC. 2. (a) Se~tion 6 of said act is amended 
to read as follows: 

" 'SEC. 6. Each policy purchased under 
this act shall contain a provision, in terms 
approved by the Commission, to the effect 
that any insurance thereunder on any em
ployee shall cease upon his separation from 
the service or 12 months after discontinu
ance of his salary payments, whichever first 
occurs, subje~t to a provision which shall be 
contained in the policy for temporary exten
sion of coverage and for · conversion to an 
individual policy of life insurance under 
conditions approved by the Commission, ex
cept that if upon such date as the insurance 
wo:uld otherwise cease the employee retires 
on an immediate annuity and (a) his retire
ment is for disability or (b) he has com
pleted 15 years of creditable service, as de
termined by the Commission, his 'life lnsur:. 
ance only may, under conditions determined 
by the Commission, be continued without 
cost to, him in the amounts' for which he 
would have been insured from time to time 
had his salary payments continued at the 
same rate as on the date of cessation. Perl~ 
ods of honorable active sel'vlce in the Army, 
Navy, Air Force, Marine Corps, or Coast 
Guard of the United States shall be credited 
toward the required 15 years provided the 
employee has completed at least 5 years of 
civilian service.' · 

"(b) The amendments made by subsection 
(a) sh~ll be effective as of August 17, 1954. 

Page 2, line 22, strike out "SEC. 2. (a),. 
and insert "SEC. 3 (a) ." 

Page 4, line 5, strike out "SEC. 3." and in
sert "SEC. 4." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. ; 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

EXTENDING FREE MAILING 
'PRIVILEGES· 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 7125>' 
to extend to June 30, 1956, the free mail-· 
ing privileges granted by the act of July 
12, 1950, to members of the Armed 
Forces of the United States. . 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That aection 2 of the 
act entitled "An act to provide free postage 
for members of the Armed Forces of the 
United States in specified areas", approved 
July 12, 1950, as amended (64 Stat. 336; 67 
Stat. 7; 50 App. U. S. C., sec. 892), is hereby 
further amended by striking out "until 
June 30, 1955" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"until June 30, 1956." 

SEc. 2. The amendment made by the first 
section of this act shall take effect as of 
June 30, 1955. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

FURNISHING A VETERAN . A CER
TIF'ICA TE OF SERVICE AT NO FEE 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6274) 

to provide that ho fee shall be charged a 
veteran for furnishing him a copy of his 
discharge or a copy of his certificate of 
service. 
~he. SPEAKER pro tern pore. Is there 

obJect1on to the present consideration 
of the bill? . 
~r. FORD. Reserving the right to 

obJect, Mr. Speaker, I wish to state on 
the record that I have in the past re
quested that this .bill be passed over 
without prejudice. I should like to make 
perfectly clear the reason for my action 
in that regard. 

First, the Department of Defense could 
~dministratively provide the veteran who 
is released from service with a wholly 
adequate certificate indicating satisfac
tory service. Various veterans organ
izations for good reasons have bitterly. 
complained because the Department of 
Defense has repeatedly and consistently 
issued veterans who were released from 
active duty a certificate which is on 
:flimsy paper with unrecognizable typing. 
The Department ~of Defense cannot 
justify this action. I repeat that the 
Department if it wanted and had the 
initiative could correct that problem 
administratively. . - , . · 

Second, I have also stated to a number 
of . Members of Congress and various 
veteran organization . representatives 
that I would have no objection to an 
amendment to- this bill which would 
provide that a veteran could get one 
duplicate discharge free of charge from 
the Department of Defense. I am,wholly 
in ·accord with such an amendment. It 
should be pointed out in addition that 
veterans can under the present law .for 
$1.50 each get an unlimited number of 
duplicate discharge certificates. 

I am fully agreeable to an amendment 
which would give those who lose their 
original discharge cert_iftcate a duplicate 
free of charge. Those who are re-. 
peatedly careless and consistently lose 
their certificates certainly ought to. be 
willing to pay $1.50 for their-continued 
negligence. 
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Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva
tion of objection, and ask that the bill be 
passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Michigan?. 

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Reserving the 
right to -object, Mr. Speaker, speaking 
to the first point made by the 'gentle
man from Michigan, of course ·if ~hey 
were issued a discharge certificate made 
of better paper it would make. it 
much more expensive. The biggest prob
lem is not a discharge that is worn out 

. but one that has .become lost. There
fore, whether or not the point that a 
more expensive discharge ·certificat~ 
should be issued is a valid one for op
posing this bill I ·very seriously doubt~ 

To the second point made by the gen
tleman froin Michigan, that a veteran 
should be issued only one free copy of 
d:1scharge certificate may I say that this 
bill has been very carefully considered 
by a subcommittee of the Committee on 
Armed Services and by a number of 
Member.s oJ Congr_ess. The .Department 
of Defense said that rather than have 
the bookkeeping problem that would be 
imposed on it by checking to see. wheth
er or not a veteran· had already been is
sued one certificate, and writing him 
afterward to say, "You have had one cer
tificate, now you have to pay for the ·sec
ond," they . would _pref er just to :oe given 
~uthority to issue certificates . . 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I do not con
sider the objections of the gentleman 
from Michigan at all valid, and I object 
to his request. · 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Speaker·, will · the 
gentleman yield? 
. Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. SHORT. , It would . be much 
cheaper for them to· grant an extra cer
tificate. 

Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. All you do is 
· impose extra bookwork. It would be 

much cheaper to give them that extra 
certificate. · ~ , , . :. · · 
· Mr. SHORT. It would be .much 
cheaper. The gentleman from Michi
gan serves on the Committee on A·ppro~ 
priations . . This would save the taxpay
ers money. l think the gentleman 
should not .obje~t. . · . . . 

Mr. FORD. _ Mr. · Speaker, ·wm the 
gentleman yield? · _, . 

Mr. '.TEAGUE of Texas. - I yield to the . 
gentleman from Michigan. 
- Mr. FORD.- The most recent .. data 
from the Department of Defense refutes 
the statement that it is a burden to· the 
Department ·of Defense to go through 
this process of telling the veteran that 
he has to pay $1.50 for his own .careless
ness. ·As I say, I think my position is· 

· . very fair ·and .reasonable. Under those 
circumstances I must renew my request. 
Unfortunately, we cannot come to a com
llromise, but that is just one of the dif
ficulties we run into at this late hour 
in the session.· 

Mr. ·TEAGUE of Texas. Mr: Speaker, 
I object to the request of the gentleman 
from Michigan. · · 

The SPEAKER pro· tempore. ·Is there 
objection.to-the present consideration ot 

i the bill? : · · 
Mr. FORD. ·I object, Mr. Speaker. 

UNITED NATIONS 
The Clerk called the concurrent reso

lution <H. Con. Res. 186) expressing the 
sense of Congress that certain countries 
should be granted membership in the 
United Nations. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that this resolution 
be passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
PRIEST). Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

CONNECTICUT RIVER 
The Clerk called the bill (S. 1577) to 

amend the acts granting the consent of 
Congress to the State of Connecticut, 
acting by and througp. any agency or 
commission thereof, to construct, main
tain, and operate toll bridges across the 
Connecticut River. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of the 
act approved, August 7, 1939 (53 Stat. 1234), 
entitled "An act gr~nting the consent of 
Congress to the State of Connecticut, acting 
by and through any agency or commission 
thereof, to construct, maintain, and operate 
a toll bridge across the Connecticut River 
at or near Hartford, Conn.," and section 2 
of the act approved April 24, 1946 ( 60 Stat. 
i22), entitled "An act granting the consent 
of Congress to. ,the · State of Connecticut, 
acting by and through any agency or com
mission thereof, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a toll bridge across the ,Connecticut 
.River at or , near .Old Saybrook, Conn.," ar_, 
each amended to read as follows: . · 
·· SEC. 2. The last sentence of section 4 of 
such act of March 23, 1906, shall not be 
applicable to the bridge constructed pur
suant. to the provisions of this act." : 
. SEC. 2. Nothing in this act shall be con

. strued as runendh1g any provision of existing 
l ederal law relating to the expenditure of 
Federal-aid highway funds. · 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
:passed, .and a motion to .reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

LAKE TAHOE, , TRUCKEE, CARsON 
AND WALKER RIVERS 

~ The Clerk called· the bill (S. i391) 
granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of California and Nevada to nego
tiate and enter· into a compact with re
spect to the distribution and use of the 
waters of Truckee, .Carson and Walker 
Rivers, Lake Tahoe, and the tributaries 
of such rivers and lake in such States. 
. There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of 
Congress is hereby ·given to t}le States of 
California and Nevada to negotiate and en
ter into.a compact with respect to the distri
bution and use of the wate:rs of the .Truckee, 
Carson, and Walker Rivers, Lake Tahoe, and 
the tributaries o! such rivers and lake in 
such States. . . 
· SEc. 2. Such consent is given upon the fol
lowing conditions: 
, ( l) A representatl've of the United ·States, 
who shall be appointed by the President ot 
the United States, shall participate in such 
negotiations and shall make a report to the 
President and to the Congress ·of the -pro• 
ceedings ·and of any compact, entered into; 
and. 

(2) . Such compact shall not be binding or 
obligatory upon either of such states un
less and until it has been ratified by the leg
islature ot each o! such States and consented 
to by the Congress of the United States. 
·· SEC. 3. The right to alter, amend, or re
peal this act ls hereby expressly reserved. 

T.he bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. ' · 

NEW YORK CITY NATIONAL 
SHRINES 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3120) 
to promote public cooperation in the .re
habilitation and preservation of the Na
tion's important his.toric properties in 
the New York City area, and for other 
purposes. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. TUMULTY. Mr. Speaker, reserv
ing .the right to object, may I inquire of 
the distinguished gentleman from Cali
fornia whether this bill relates to the 
disposition of historic properties like 
Ellis Island in the harbor of New 'York. 

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, this bill provides 
for the authorization of ail advisory 
.board of 11 members to study the prob
lem and to coordinate the activities and 
make it possible for private donations 
and contributions to be brought into the 
program by· those peopie who are in
terested in .the preservation of historic 
sites in the city ot New York. 

Mr. TUMULTY. Mr. Speaker, there 
has been ·considerable . interest in the 
matter of the disposition of Ellis Island. 
I, mysel{, _have introduced a bill for the 
purpose of having Ellis Island retained 
by the Federa~ Qovernment as a P.all 
of fame for Ameri(fan citizeps pf for
eign extraction. The States of New 
York and New Jersey are currently bid- _ 
ding to get . that property to. determine 
which one of th.em may utilize it, either 
in the case of New York for an alcoholic 
center, or by New Jersey, for a museum. -
I note that H. R. 3120 requires the Sec
retary .of the Interior to appoint l 
·member of this advisory ·board repre
senting the city of New York, 1 member 
representing the State of New .York, and 
1 member representing the Borough of 
Manhattan, and after _the consideration 
of such recommendations as may be 
made by the mayor of New York City, 
'the ·Governor of ·New York State, and 
the president of -the Borough of Man
hattan. and so on. And my point is 
that the State of New Jersey has a very 
large interest in this very same matter 
and ·there is no ·"provision whatsoever 
for t:tie appointmept of any, citizens froni 
the State of New Jersey. While I do 
not wish to ~i:e.vent _the passage ·ot this 
worthy bill, I do want to protect the in
terests ,of my own .State in legislation 
in which the State .Of New Jersey has an 
interest. I wonder if there is not some 
way in which that: can be accomplished. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield; this only has to do 
with historic sites in the city of New 
York, and the board is to be appointed 

· orily to handle sites in the city of New 
York. 
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Mr. TUMULTY. I am not going to 
prolong the· discussion, but Jersey City 
claims that Ellis Island, in particular, 
is withip the confines of Jersey City. 

Mr. SAYLOR. I assure the gentle
man that this has nothing to . do with 
Ellis Island. 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. Speaker, I see noth
ing in the bill relating to Ellis Island. 

Mr. TUMULTY. With that under
standing, Mr. Speaker, so long as the 
disposition of Ellis Island is not in
volved-you assure me definitely that 
Ellis Island is Jn no way affected by 
this bill? 

Mr. SAYLOR. I note that Bedloe's 
Island on which the Statue of Liberty is 
located is mentioned in the bill. 

Mr. TUMULTY. I know that. I hap
pen to live not far ·from there. New 
Jersey also has and should have an 
opportunity to participate in this matter 
relating to Statue of Liberty and Ellis 
Island. Under the circumstances, I re
gret I must object to ·passage of this bill 
now. 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. Speaker;! ask unani
mous consent for the immediate con
sideration of an identical bill, S. 732. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
. Mr. TUMULTY. Mr. Speaker, I ob
ject .• 

CASTLE PINCKNEY NATIONAL MON
UMENT, S. C., .ABOLISHED 

. The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 4391) 
to abolish the Castle Pinckney · National 
Monument, in the State Ot South Caro
lina, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as f <;>llows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Castle Pinck
ney National Monument, S. C., is hereby 
abolished and the propertf contained there
in is hereby authorized to be disposed o! in 
accordance with the laws relating to the dis
position o! surplus Federal property. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon._ 
sider was laid on the t~ble. · 

RECONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN OIL, 
GAS, AND MINERAL INTERESTS 

The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 7097) 
to provide for the reconveyance of oil 
and gas and mineral interests in a por
tion of . the lands acquired for the De
mopolis lock and dam project, to the for.
mer owners thereof, and for other pur
poses. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it e11-acted, etc., That, upon application 

filed within 3 years after the date o! the 
enactment of this act by or on behalf o! 
any person from whom lands or interests 
therein were acquired for the purposes of the 

·Demopolis lock and dam project on·the To~-
,bigbee River and upon approval of that ap
plication by.the Secretary of the Army whose 

. d-etermination shall be final, th~ Secretary 
of the Interior shall convey to such person all 
oil and gas and mineral interests acquired 
from him by the United States (excepting oil 

and gas and mineral interests , in land areas .Hawa11 .may intervene_ in any proceed.ing 
to be designated. by the Secretary of th~ ·instituted under the provisions of this act. 
Army surrounding or adjacent to the lock, SEC. 4. The petition, ·shall allege and it 
dam, disposal area, dikes, abutments, and shall be shown-
other necessary project-facilities, and except- . (a.) that during World Warn a conveyance 
ing lands to. be designated by the . Secretary o! lands, with or without improvements, was 
of the Interior as needed. for use as a public made· to the Territory of Hawaii, or a political 
park or recreational facUities, or needed for subdivision thereof, by ·an organization or 
facilities for the protection and_ management group made up· of persons of Japanese an
of migratory birds and fishing resources. as cestry theretofore hold_ing such property for 
provided in the act of August 14, 1946 (60 eleemosynary purposes; 
Stat. 1018)), upon payment by such person (b) that such conveyance was made with
of a purchase price therefor equal to the out monetary consideration other than the 
fair market value of such oil and gas and assumption Of mortgages or' other encum· 
mineral interests as determined by the Sec- brances, or was made upon a nominal con-
retary of the Interior. · sideration; 

SEC. 2. Each conveyance o'f oil and gas and (c) that such conveyance was not lawfully 
mineral interests to a former owner under authorized under the laws, constitution, by
this act shall contain such reservations and "Iaws or the like governing the same, or alter· 
restrictions as in the opinion o! the Secre- natively that such conveyance was made or 
tary of the Army are necessary in the con- procured .in such a manner as to cause such 
struction, operation, and maintenance of the conveyance to be voidable; 
Demopolis lock and dam project and as may · (d) that the petitioner ls, or the peti
otherwise be in the public interest. tioners are, the real parties in interest, and 

SEC. 3 . . All proceeds from the sale of oil that no assignment or transfer e>f the claim, 
and gas and mineral interests under this act or of any part thereof or Interest therein, 
shall be deposited in the Treasury as miscel- has . been made excep~ as stated. in the 
laneous receipts. · , petition; 

SEC. 4. There are hereby authorized to be (e) that the return of the property ts 
appropriated such sums as are necessary to sought !or ·the purpose of resuming the 
carry out the purposes of this act. eleemosynary use for which the property 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed was held prior to the conveyance . to the 
. . . t . Territory or a political subdivision thereof, 

a?d read a third time, was r~ad the hird or alternatively, 1f the petitioner does not 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- intend to .resume the eleemosynary ·use o! 
Sider Was laid On the . table. the property for Which it was held prior to 

tlle conveyance. to the Territory or political 
subdivision thereof, the petitioner shall in

REVIEW AND DETERMINATION OF dicate in its petition whether the~ ai:e some 
CLAIMS- REGARDING CERTAIN _other purposes for its seeking the return of 

LANDS IN
. HAWAII the pr9per.ty and what disposition it intends 

The 'clerk called the bill (H . . R. 7186) 
to provide for the review and determina
tion ·of claims for the return of lands, 
in the Territory of Hawaii, conveyed to 
the Government during World War II by 
organizations composed of persons of 
Japanese ancestry. · 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
-read the ·bill, as follows: 

·Be it enacted, etc., That any organization 
or group made up of persons · of Japanese 
ancestry, which, prior to World War II, held 
lands, with_ or without improvements, in 
the Territory of Hawaii for eleemosynary 
.purposes and which lands were conveyed by 
such organization or group during World War 
II to the Territory of Hawaii or any political 
subdivision thereof, may, · notwithstanding 
~my· other provision of law ·pertaining to 
statutory limitations of actions or laches, 
make a claim for the return thereof. Such 
claim shall be made within 2 years. after · the 

·date of approval of this act by filing a veri
fied petition in the circuit court of the Ter
ritory in ·Whi~h the property was situated 
at the time the same was originally con
veyed to the Territory or its political sub
division. 

SEC. 2. The Gove.rnor of the Territory 
· shall, ·within 60 days after the date of ap
proval of this act, cause to be published at 
least once a week for a period of a weeks in 
a newspaper of general circulation in the 
Territory a notice stating in general terms 

: the purpose of this act, the period in which 
claims may be filed, and where such claims 
may be filed. . 

SEC. 3. The rules of the circuit court of 
the Territory o! HawaU pertaining to civil 
procedure, including rules relating to ap

. peals, shall be applicable to the proceedings 
authorized by this act . . All ce>urt costs and 

. fees, both in the circutt ·and .appellate courts,; 
shall be assessed and paid in the same man
ner as in clvil cases. The courts shall ad

, vance on ·their dockets and expedite the 
disposition of all claims filed therein pur
suant to this act. The attorney general of 

to make of the property, if the same is 
returned; and 

(f) that the respondents· named in the 
.petition include and constitute the grantee 
or grantees and their successors in title, if 
any, who reeeived the original conveyance 
and all other persons or Government bodies 
having or claiming any interest therein or 

"occupancy thereof; and all such respondents 
.shall lie personally served with the petition. 

SEC. 5. If the allegations required. by sec
tion 4 hereof are contained in the petition, 
the circuit court shall hear and determine 
the claim as a court of equity, without a 
jury, and may, in the exercise of its sound 

. discretion and within t,he principles herein
after set forth, either direct the return of 
the property to the petitioner, if the allega

. tions of the petition are sustained, or make 
' such other order as it shall deem appropriate. 

SEc. 6. In the disposition and determina
tion of such claims, the circuit court shall, 

· in addition to the general principles of 
equity, be governed by the following prin-
ciples: . . . · · 

(a) In case of an assignment or· transfer 
of a claim, or any part thereof or interest 

. therein, the claim, or so much ·thereof as is 
involved in the assignment or transfer, shall 
be denied and disallowed unless it shall be 
shown that the assignment or trans!.er was 
made for a good and s.umcient reason with-

· out any motive of speculation. · 
(b) If the a.negations, of the petition are 

· proved, and · if the property 1s then being 
used by the Territory or a political subdivi
sion thereof, the court may direct that the 

-property be retained for a reasonable time 
. so as to allow the Territory or political sub
. division tb,ereof using the. property to obtain 
other accommodations. The use of the prop
erty during such period o! time shall be 

' withdUt charge to the Territory or political 
subdivision thereof, as the case inay be . 

(c) No:· vested Tights or interest of any 
person, whether h~ld :in fee simple or for 
a term of years or otherwise, shall be lm

, paired b)' the disp~slti<?I?- qf any such claim. 
If the property haa been sold, the court 
may direct payment by the Territory or polit
ical subdivision thereof to th~ peis~ns ·who 
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would hav~ been entitled . t~ the ?eturn _ot · Mr. HAYS o.f Ohio . . who is adminis• 
. the proi;>erty had 'it :hot ·been sold. Such . tering this· land now? · interior, Agri- · 

payment shall not exceed the consideratiop. culture, or who? 
received for the property, and such payment Mr. COOLEY. Interior. · We have a 
shall be without interest. 

(d) In respect of property which has been communication from Mr. True D. Morse, 
improved during the tenure of the Terr~tory Acting Secretary. 
or political subdivision thereof, either by the Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, this . bill 
making of new improvements or by better-: was heard by a subcommittee. ·The De
ment of the property in any form, it shall partment of the Interior is now pres
be a condition to the granting of the claim ently charged with that responsibility, 
that the Territory or political subdivision b t t 
thereof be reimbursed, without interest, for u he lands were originally intended 
such improvements. . to be part of this forest. I think our col-

(e) In respect of mortgages, tax liens, or league from New Mexico can explain 
other encumbrances upon the property at this situation and how it developed. 
the time of the original conveyance, whic4 by Mr. FERNANDEZ. ' Mr. Speaker, this 
reason of the conveyance were assumed or is a tract of land which the State of 
have been discharged, it shall be a condition New Mexico owned within Forest Serv
to the granting of the claiin that the Terri- ice land, or within -·large Forest 
tory or political subdivision thereof be re~ Service tracts. The State of New Mexico 
1.leved of the obligations so assumed, and to exchanged those lands with the Govern
the extent that the same shall have been 
discharged, that the Territory or political ment for outside lands which were un
subdivision thereof, as the case may be, be der the jurisdiction of the Interior De
reimbursed without interest therefor. partment, the Taylor Grazing Act ad-

(f) The court shall not make any pecu- ministration. The purpose of passing 
nia.ry award to any petitioner for rents or this bill is to put those tracts of land 
damages or for· any other cause, and the re- wh,ich are within national forests under 
dress of petitioners shall be confined to the the administration of the forest de-
return or proper disposition of the property t t · · · 
according to the principles herein set forth, par men and take it away from the 
except as stated in paragraph (c) of this Department of the Interior. They are 
subsection. very small tracts. . 

SEc. 7.· The Territory of Hawaii may.appro- Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Is that what the 
priate funds for the purpose of carrying out gentleman wants? 
the provisions of this act. · Mr. FERNANDEZ. Thaf is what the 

SEc. a. Nothing contained in this act shall State of New Mexico wants, yes. 
preclude the Terrl~ry of Hawaii from exer-. Mr. HAYS of Ohio. I withdraw my 
clsing the power of 'eminent do.main. reservation of objection. I made it .be-

The bill was ordered t~ be . engrossed cause I thi~k the Secretary of Agric.ul
and read a third time, was read the third ture is doing such a poor job with what . 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- he has that I di.Q not want to give him 
sider was laid on the table. any additional powers. 

:ADMINISTRATION OF CERTAIN 
LANDS BY DEPARTMENT OF AG
RICULTURE 
The Clerk ' called the bill · cs. 72) ·to 

provide that certain lands acquired . by · 
the United States shall be administered 
by the Secretary ·of Agriculture as na:.. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that this bill be 
passed over without prejudice. 

The. SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
PRIEST). Is th.ere objection to the· re
quest of the' gentleman 'from Pennsyl
vania? 

There was no objection. 

tional forest lands. LAND TITLE CLARIFICATION WITH-
Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, re.. IN STANISLAUS NATIONAL FOR-

serving the right to object, does this giv_e EST c 
the Secretary of Agriculture additional ' ALIF. 
duties he does not already now have in The Clerk called. the bill CH. R. 374) 
regard to lands that are not in his . to authorize the adjustment and clarifi
Department? cation · of ownership to certain lands 

Mr. COOLEY. r understand it takes ;~~~1!n!,~ec~~~~Ys.l~~~iration~l Forest, 
these lands in New Mexico which are not 
now in the nationai forest and makes The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
them oftlcially part of the national forest. objection to the present consideration of 

the bill? . 
Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Who is adminis- Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, reserv-

ter.ing these lands now? 
Mr. COOLEY. The Federal Govern.. ing the right to object, can someone tell 

ment is now administering the land in- us what this bill does? 
volved. This makes it omcially part of Mr. ENGLE. Mr. Speaker, this is sim-

ply correction of a survey which was 
the natlQnal forest. · . erroneously made in the Stanislaus Na-

, Mr. HAYS of Ohio. What Depart.. tional Forest years ago when they sent· 
ment is administering them now? survey crews out into those areas. 

Mr. COOLEY. Technically, the De.. Those gentlemen spent most of their 
partment of the Interior; practically, the time in camp and dreamed up this sur
Department of Agriculture. The report vey line. As a consequence, these people 
states: have occupied that piece of land which 

Although the original tntent of Congress they thought they owned, but when the 
in authorizing the exchange was that the survey lines were checked they found 
lands so acquired should become a. par~ of out they were on the wrong lanq. This 
the national forest, l;>ecause of technicalities swaps territory or areas of the same 
involved in this exchange, this legislation ts character so that they can remain on 
needed to actually give the land national the land that they have been on for 50 
_torest status. ~ ' "- years. - It seems to me the family has 

been on this land for nearly a half , 
century. 

Mr .. SAYLOR. This is still forest land. 
If they have been . erroneously on the 
land, that gives them no right to it. 

Mr. ENGLE. It is a cor.rection of a de
scription in a deed. When they got their 
patent the patent described the wrong 
land. This corrects it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
are they on the right land now that 
they want? 

Mr. ENGLE. · They are not going to 
move. They are going to get the de'ed 
corrected. They are staying where they 

· are, where they have been for 50 years. 
When the deed was issued, due .to an 
erroneoµs survey, . they did not get a 
proper description of their prop~rty, 
This will simply save the expense of 
quieting title under adverse possession. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, ·1 ask 
unanimous consent that this bill ·be 
passed over without prejudice. · 

The SP;EAJ{ER. pro tempo re. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle

"man from .Pennsylvania? 
Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving 

the right to object, as I understand it, 
there were two tracts of land originally 
involved. The draftsman described the 
wrong tracts in the deed. So it is a 
question of straightening out the record 
title and avoiding a possible lawsuit. 
The only way it could be corrected would · 
be by going into court and having the 
deeds corrected . . The original intent'ion 
of the Government and the grantees in 
each of these deeds was to receive actual 

·possession of the property they wanted. 
The Government has the land it in• · 
tended to purchase but the deed · de• . 
scribes another tract. But the record 
title is confused. · ' 

Mr. SAYLOR. In other words, the 
land they are !n possession of is within 
the confines of a national forest? 

Mr. COOLEY . . One is and one is not 
in the national forest. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SAYLOR. I yield to the gentle
man from Texas. 

Mr. POAGE. As a matter of fact, 
there were 2 tracts of land involved, as 
the chairman pointed out. Tract A was 
described by metes and bounds, as was 
tract D. The Government finally ac
quired tract D, but it was qescribed by 
the metes and bounds of tract A. The 
deed to.the land of the owner of tract.A 
was described by metes and bounds 
which actually designated land belong
ing to the Government. The Govern
ment has the land that it intended to 
buy but its deed describes another tract. 
It is in the national forest, but the tech
nical title is in the individual. The title 
to the Government land lies in private 
hands. The title to the individual's land 
is in the Government. This simply 
allows them to correct an error that was 
made about 50 years ago. 

Mr. SAYLOR. With that explanation, 
I have no objection.- I withdraw my 
reservation of objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PRIEST). Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

·- There was no objection. 
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Th~ Clerk read the bill, as fallows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in oTder to clarify 

and adjust the ownership of certain tracts of 
land situated within the exterior boundaries 
of the Stanislaus National Fores~. Calif., the 
Secretary of Agriculture is authorized on be
half of the United States to accept from the 
persons claiming title under patent from the 
State of California a deed of conveyance of 
the lands described as follows: South half 
northwest quarter and north half southwest 
quarter of section 29, and south half north
east quarter, south half northwest quarter, 
northeast quarter southwest quarter, north
west quarter southeast quarter, and north
east quarter southeast ,quarter of section 30, 
township 4 n9rth, range 19 east, Mount 
Diablo meridian, California, which lands are 
a part of the Stanislaus National Forest and 
subject to all laws and regulations applica
ble to said national forest, and the Secretary 
of Agriculture is further authorized to there
upon quitclaim and convey to the grantors of 
the lands described above all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to the 
lands described as follows: South half south
east quarter of section 25, and northeast 
quarter northeast quarter of section 36, 
township 4, north, range 18 east, a.nd .south 
half south half of section 30, and north half 
north half· of section 31, township 4 north, 
range 19 east, Mount Diablo meridian, Cali
fornia, subject, however, to reservations of 
such easements for road rights-of-way as 
the Secretary of Agricult'1re may determine 
to be neces11ary for the protection and ad
ministration of the Stanislaus National 
Forest. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a mQtion to ·~econ- . 
sider was laid on the table. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF TOWNSITES 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 426) to 

provide for the establishment of town
sites and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted~ etc., ·That areas o:t not to 
exceed 640 acres for any one application may 
be set aside and designated by the Secretary 
of Agriculture as a townsite from any na
tional forest land or land administered by 
the Secretary of Agriculture under title III 
of the Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act, 
upon application and satisf;ictorily showing 
of need therefor by any cpunty, city, or other 
governmental subdivision. Areas so desig
nated may be divided into townlots and of
fered for sale by the Secretary of Agriculture 
at public sale to the highest bidder: Pr.ovided, 
That any of such lots as may be otrered for · 
sale at a public sale and for which there ·is 
no . satisfactory bid may be disposed of by 
the Secretary of Agriculture at private sale 
for not less than th,e appraised value there
of: Provided further, That any person now · 
occupying any of such lands and having 
constructed improvements thereon pursuant 
to a permit or other authorization from the . 
Federal Government shall be given the op
portunity of purchasing such lands at the 
appraised value. 

With the following committee amend-
ments: · 

Page 1, line 8, after "application and'', in-
sert ", after pl,lblic notice." · 

Page 1, line 9, after "other", insert "local." 
Page 2, line 1, strike out the colon and 

insert "for no less than the appraised value 

Page 2, line 9, strike out the period at the 
end of the bill and add "And provided fur
ther, That no more than three such town 
lots may be sold at either public or private . 
sale to any person or private corporation, 
firm, or agency.'' 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, .I ask 
unanimous consent that a correction be 
made on page 1, line 8, in the spelling 
of the word "satisfactorily." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

PORT OF ENTRY ON THE ALASKA 
HIGHWAY 

The Clerk called the bill m.·R. 604) · 
to provide port of entry and related facil
ities on the Alaska Highway at the 
Alaska-Canadian border in the Terri
tory of Alaska, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk- read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the present consideration -
of the bill? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the' right to object, 
may we have an explanation of this bill? . 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, this 
bill simply authorizes the Secretary of 
the interior to make a study and re'port · 
to the Congress in ·respect to the estab
lishment of · facilities for ·Government 
agencies ·an the Alaska Highway -at the 
Canadian . boundary. At the present 
time these Government omcers are lo
cated in ramshackle buildings almost 100 · 
miles from the border, a very undesir
able situation, and all this bill would do 
would be to have the Secretary of the 
Interior make a study of a site and build- · 
ings closer to the border of the United 
States for Government purposes. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. The Sec
retary has that authority now, and l d~ 
not understand why it is necessary to 
have additional legislation to gjve him 
authority that he already has. 

Mr . . BARTLETT. I might say to the 
_gentleman that the bill in its original 
form came up by way of an Executive 
communication. It contemplated actual . 
construction, authorization of ·construc
tion. That was amepped in committee 
to restri:!t this merely to a study. The 
Secretary of the Interior, I might add, 
js to make the study not only for the 
Interior Department agencies but for all 
the other departments of the Govern
ment concerned; Immigration, for in
stance. -

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak
er, I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
may be passed over without prejudice. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Nebraska? 

There was no objection. -. 
thereof." . . · COOPERATIVE FOREST SERVICE 

Page 2: lines 6 and 7, strike out •·a~d hav-
ing constructed improvements thereon" and RESEARCH 
insert "on which improvements have been The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1&55) . 
constructed by him or his.predecessor." ' to amend the act approved April 24, 

1950, entitled "An act to facilitate and 
simplify the work of the Forest Service, 
and for other purposes." " 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? . . 

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Speaker, reserv- · 
ing the right to object, I should like an 
explanation of the bill. 
. Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill, 

by the gentleman from Mississippi CMr. 
WHITTEN] is recommended by the De
partment of Agriculture. It permits the 
making of advance payments on coop
erative research projects for the purpose 
of fostering and stimulating participa-· 
tion with the Forest Service in 'forest, 
range, and w~tershed manageme:nt re- : 
search through Investigations, experi
ments, and so forth, as the Secretary 
may deem advisable in order to aid in : 
obtaining the fullest cooperation from 
States and other public and private 
agencies. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, the language that · 
is in this bill is contained in the Depart- · 
ment of Agriculture appropriation bill · 
and has been in that bill for the past 4 
years. It was the feeling of the gentle
man from Mississippi • CMr. WHITTEN], ' 
who is on the Appropriations Sucommit
tee, that it would be better to put this in 
authorizing language, to make it perma
nent legislation, instead pf being . car
ried in the appropriation bill as it has · 
been for the past 4 years. 

Mr. COOLEY. It merely provides leg
islative authority for the appropriation. · 

Mr. MOLTER. Mr. Speaker, I with- · 
draw my reservation of objection. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read th~ bill, as f Qllows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of April 
24, 1950 (64 Stat. "82), is amended by adding 
thereto a new section to read as follows: 

"SEC. 20. (a) For the purpose of fostering . 
and stimulating participation with the 
Forest Service in -forest, range, and water
shed management research through investi- ' 
gations, experiments', tests, or -such other 
means as he may deem advisable, and in 
order to aid -in obtaining the fullest coopera
tion from States and other public and pri
vate agencies, organizations, institutions, 
and individuals, in effectuating such research 
the Secretary of Agriculture ls authorized in 
accordance with such regulations as he may 
issue: 

"(1) To require, whenever it is determined 
to be in the public interest, that satisfactory 
cooperative arrangements be made with re
spect to any proposed i:.esearch actiyity as a 
prerequisite to the ' undertaking of such 
activity by the Forest Service. · 

"(2) To establish a Forest and Range 
Research National Advisory Committee con
sisting of not less than 5 nor more than 
12 members, which may 'include repre- · 
sentatives from public and private agencies, 
organizations, or institutions, or ·others, in
terested , in research in the production, con
servation, and use of forest, range, and 
watershed resources and their products, or 
of related resources and their products; such 
committee shall be appointed and serve 
under such regulations, and its duties shall 
be to advise on program formulation, orienta- · 
tion to current needs, balance of program, 
and coordination of and cooperation in Fed· 
eral and related non-Federal programs. 

"(3) When in his judgment such coopera
tive work Will be stimulated 'or :racmtated 
to make funds available to the cooperators 
without regard to the provisions of section 
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3648, Revised Statutes, prohibiting advances 
of public moneys. · · · 

"(b) The travel and subsistence expenses 
of members of the Forest and Range Re
search National Advisory Committee neces
sary in connection with-their attendance at 
meetings for the purpose of performing their 
duties, may be paid from funds made avail
able to the Forest Service for its research 
activities." · 

· With the foHowing committee amend .. 
ments: 
· Pagel, line 5, strike out "(a)", 

Page 2 at the end of line 3, strike out 
''issue:" and insert .'~issue,". 

Page 2 beginning with line 4, strike out 
through and including line 20. . 

Page 2, line 21, strike out ""(3) When" 
and insert "and when". · 

Page 2, line 24, strike out "moneys." and 
insert "moneys." " 

Page 2 beginning with line 25, strike out 
the rest of the bill. 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered· to be engrossed 
and :r;ead a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. . 

2. All that certain lot, tract, or parcel of 
land lying and being 1n the· State of Georgia, 
county of Chatham, on ·Tybee Island, known 
and designated on the map or .Plan of the 
town of Tybee. (now Savannah Beach) made 
by Percy Sugden, civil engineer, July 20, 
1928, as lot numbered 1 of block 3, Bay Ward, 
said lot having a frontage of ninety feet, 
more or less, on the east side of Stone Street 
and a frontage of fifty feet, more or less, 
on the south side of Bay Street, and being 
bounded as follows: On the north by Bay 
Street, on the east by lot numbered 2 of 
block 3, Bay Ward, on the south by lot num
bered 10 of block 3, Bay Ward, and on the 
west by Stone Street; also 

3. All that certain lot, tract, or parcel of 
land lying and being in the State of Georgia, 
county of Chatham, on Tybee Island, oppo
site to lots numbered 6, 7, and 8 in block 2, 
Bay Ward, to lot numbered 11 in block 3, 
Bay Ward, and to a street sixty feet in width 
known as Stone Street, said lots and street 
being known and designated on a map or 
plan of the town of Tybee (now Savannah 
Beach) made by Percy Sugden, civil engi
neer, July 20, 1928, the southerly side of said 
lot or parcel of land being three hundred and · 
fifty fe~t. more or less, in width, bounded by 
a street known as Bay Street, seventy-five 
feet in width, said Bay Street separating said 
lot or parcel of land from the lots aforesaid· 
and the western and eastern sides Of said 

CONVEYAN
. CE 0· F CERTAIN LANDS lot or parcel of land being projections of the 

western side of said lot numbered 6 and of 
OF UNITED STATES TO SAVANNAH the eastern side of lot 'numbered 1 afore-
BEACH, TYBEE ISLAND, GA. said, each beginning at said street seventy

·five feet · in width, and extending north-
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5889) wardly to the low-water mark of the Savan

to provide for the conveyance of cer~in nah River. 
lands of the United States to the town of 
Savannah Beach; Tybee Island,· Ga. Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Speaker, I o.1Ier 

· · an amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ls there . The Clerk read as follows: 

objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? . Am~n~ment offered by Mr. PRESTON.: on 

Mr. BYRNES · of Wisconsin. ·. Mr. page 1, .li~e 5, after. the word ''Georgia" in
Speak.·er, reservb;ig the right to o. bJ' ect, it;: ser.t .the. fol.lowing: "for a monetary consid .. 

eration equal to that paid by the United 
is my understanding froin a conversation· states to such town therefor." . 
I had with the ·gentleman from Georgia . 
lMr. PRESTONl thi~ morning., that he has·· · Th~ aJJlendment was agreed to. 
an amendment to· provide .for reimburse- Th,e bill was ordered to be engrossed 
ment on the same basis on which tlie and read a third time, was read the third 
Government purchased the property in time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
the original instance.. · sider was laid on the table. 

Mr. PRESTON. If the gentleman will 
yield to me, :r do have such an amend
ment, and if the ~en~lem13,n will with
hold his reserv~tion of objection, I shall 
off er the amendment. 

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. I with
draw my reservation of objection, Mr. 
Speaker. . : . 

There ·being nQ obJection, the ~Clerk 
read the bill, as follows.:. · · 

Be · it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
convey .by .quitclaiµi deed to the town· of 
Sa.vannah Beach, Tybee Island, Ga., all . of 
the right, title, and ·interest o~ the . Unite'd 
States· in ·and to the tracts of land more 
particularly described as follows: · . 

1. All those certain lots, tracts, or parcels 
of land lying . ~nd being in the 'State of 
Georgia, county of Chatham, on Tybee Island 
known and designated on· the map or plan 
of the town of Tybee (now Savannah Beac:Q), 
made by Percy Sug(len, civil engineer, July 
20, 1928, as lots numbered 8-A and 8-B of 
block 2, Bay Ward, said lots lying contiguous 
an.d having a combine<;! t,rontage of one 
huµdred .and eighty feet, more or less, on th~ 
W,~st Ei~de of Stone Street, a frontage of eighty 
feet, more or less, on the north side of Estili 
Avenue, and being bounded on the north 

· by Bay Street, ori the east by Stone Str~et, 
011 the south by !'.still Avenue, and. on ~he 
west .bY .a lot numbered 7 of block 2, Bay 
:Wa:i;:d; also · · -

CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LAND TO 
BROWNSVILLE NAVIGATION DIS
TRICT. OF CAMERON COUNTY, 
TEX. 
The Clerk called the bill CH. . R. 3675) 

to authorize the conveyance by quitclaim 
deed of certain land to the Brownsville 
Navigation District of Cameron County, 
Tex. · 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? : · 

There was no objection. 
: Mr. FALLON. · Mr. Speaker, I ask . 

u_nanimous consent that .. the bill <S. · 
1340) ~a similar bill, be~ co·nsidered in lieu 
of H. R. 3675. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gentle
man from Maryland? 

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Speaker, reserv .. 
ing the right to object, l .would like to 
have an expianation of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will say to the gen .. 
tleman that this bill revests title to lands 
in the :Brownsville Navigation District, 
which lands were. conveyed without cost 
tp the ~ederal Government, for the im· 

provement of the channel . entrance to 
the port of Brownsville. There are no. 
Federal improvements on the land, but 
the Brownsville Navigation District has 
permitted Cameron County to build a 
park facility on this property. They 
have spent about $2% million on it. 

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Speaker, I just 
wanted to make sure that there was no 
attempt at socialization in that county, 
such as public housing. Apparently this 
will not socialize anything in the county. 
I withdraw my reservation of objection. 

The 'SPEAKER pro tempore. · Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Maryland? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Army is hereby authorized and directed 
to reconvey, by quitclaim deed, to the 
Brownsville Navigation District of Cameron 
County, Tex., for a monetary consideration 
equal to that paid 'by the United States to 
such district therefor, all right, title, and 
interest of the United ·States in and to those 
lands located on Brazos and Padre Island, 
Cameron County, Tex., including accretions 
thereto, which were conveyed to the United 
States by the Brownsville Navigation District 
by two deeds, both dated October 25, 1932, 
and recorded in volume .243, pages 260-262, 
and volume 244, pages 101~103 of the deed 
records of Cameron County, Tex., except for 
such portions of the lands or interests therein 
as the Secretary of the Army may determine 
are needed· in connection with river and har
bor improvement works at the location. 

SEC. 2. The conveyance authorized -by this 
act shall contain such terms and conditions 
as the Secretary .of the Army,. with the con
currence of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
determines advisable to assure that the. use 
of the land by the Brownsville Navigfi.tion 
District or its transferees will b·e compatible 
with the operations of the United States 
Coast ·Guard. Such conveyance· shall also 
contain such terms a:nd conditions as the 
Secretary of the Afmy determines. advisable 
1~ the .Public interest, and particularly such 
terms and conditions as he deterinines 
advisable- · 

(a) to ass:ure that the use of the land by 
the Brownsville Navigation District or its 
transferees will be compatible with the con
struction, maintenance, and operation of the 
river and harbor project at the location; ·and 

(b) to assure that the United States, and 
its employees, agents, and contractors shall 
have the right to ut111ze the existing cause
way, constructed by Cameron County, Tex., 
for access to Padre Island, Tex., in connection 
with governmental activities. without charge. 

SEC. 3. The conveyance authorized by this 
act shall reserve to the United States all 
right, title, and interest in source material 
(as defined in the Atomic Energy Act of 1954) 
in the lands conveyed. 

· The ·bill was ~rdered to be read a third 
time,. was read the third time, and passed, 
and ·a i:notion to reconsider was· laid oh 
the table. · 

· A similar House bill <H. R: 3575) , was 
laid on the table. 

CORREGIDOR BATAAN. MEMORIAL 
COMMISSION 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5469) to 
extend the authority. of the Corregidor 
Bataan Memorial Commission, and for 
other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled 
"An act to create a Commission to be known 

. "il ... 
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as the Corregtdor Bataan"Memorlal Commls• 
sion", approved August 5, 1953 (67 Stat. 366; 
36 U.S. C. 426), ts amended as follows: 

( 1) By inserting immediately after the 
word "salary" at the end of the first sentence 
of the first paragraph a comma and the fol
lowing: "except that the members of such 
Commission shall be reimbursed for travel, 
subsistence, and other necessary expenses 
mcurred by them in the performance of the 
duties vested in the Commission. Service of 
an individual as a member of the Commis
sion shall not be considered as service or 
employment bringing such individual within 
the provisions of · section 190 of the Revised 
Statutes (5 U.S. C. 99) or section 283 or 284 
of the United States Code." 

(2) By inserting, in the second sentence 
of the first paragraph, immediately after the 
words "erection on Corregidor Island of" the 
following: "a building and other structures, 
including." 

(3) By striking out, in the second para
graph, the words "a replica of the Statue of 
Liberty ·on 'Corregidor Island" and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: :"A suitable 
memorial on Corregidor Island, which may 
include bulldings, tunnels, roads, and a 
replica of the Statue of Liberty." 

( 4) By inserting immediately after the 
second paragr~ph the following new para-
graph: .. 

" (a) To accept, in its discretion, from any 
sour.ce, public or private, money or other gifts 
to be used for the purpose of making surveys 
and investigations, formulating, preparing 
and considering plans and estimates for the 
construction of as well as for the actual con
struction of such memorial or other expenses 
of such memorial. 

"(b) To secure directly from any executive 
departn1ent or independent establishment in• 
formation, suggestions, estimates, and assist
ance •. and each such department or inde
pendent agency ls authorized to furnish. such 
help as , may be requested by the · Commis
sion. 

"(c) To decide, after consultation with a 
similar commission in the ~ Philippines, as 
to the type of memorial, including all struc
tures, repairs, roads, and improvements on 
Corregidor Island; and to' decide as to the 
manner in which any money shall be raised 
in gifts, public subscriptions, or··otherwise, 
and to decide how any and all funds received 
by the Commission shall be expended for the 
development and completion of a memorial 
on Corregidor Island. · 

· " ( d) To· establish offices in the District of 
Columbia or elsewhere, in or outside of the 
United States, and procure th·e necessary 
supplies and equipment for the operation of 
any such office. .. . . 

... ( e) To contract for work, supplies, ma
terials, and equipment inside and outside of 
the United States arid engage, by contract. or 
otherwise, the services of arc~itects and 
other technical and professional personnel. 

"(f) To adopt a seal which shall be 
judicially noticed." 

(5). J;ly s~rlklng out, in the last paragraph, 
the words "a replica of the Statue. of Lib
erty" and inserting in lieu thereof the fol·· 
lowing: "a memorial." 

(6) By inserting at the end of the last 
paragraph the following: "Thereafter the 
Commission shall annually submit to the 
President a report of the progress of the 
work of .the Commission and a ·statement of 
its financial transactions during the preced
ing year, and the President shall transmit 
such report to the Congress Of the United 
States. Before the conclusion of its work; 
the Commission shall p~omptly submit a 
final report, and the Commission shall cease 
to exist . 90 days (\fter such . submission. of 
such final report. The records and archives 
of the Commission shall, when no longer re• 
qliired by the Commission, be. deposited wl~h 
the National Archives.". 

(7) By inserting at the end of such act the 
following new paragraph: 

"There are authorized to be appropriated 
such sums of money not to exceed $100,000 
as may be necessary for the expenses of the 
Commission.". 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, 
SCIENTIFIC, AND CULTURAL OR
GANIZATION 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5894) 

to amend the act :rroviding for member
ship and participation by the United 
States in the United Nations Educa
tional, Scientific, and Cultural Organi
zation to provide for the acceptance of 
gifts, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present. consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. GROSS. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, it is my understand .. 
ing this bill provides for gifts to UNES
CO and tax writeoffs on those gifts. Is 
that correct? . 

Mr. ZABLOCKI. The gentleman is 
correct. The United States at present 
is a member of UNESCO and participates 
in UNESCO. The bill permits gifts or 
bequests to be accepted by the Commis
sion and provides . that these gifts be 
exempted· from District of Columbia 
taxes and from Federal income, State, 
and gift taxes as gifts to or for the United 
states. · 

. Mr. GROSS. The administrative rec· 
ord-of UNESCO in the past has beeri bad, . 
as was amply attested by testimony be
fore Congress this year. I say that this 
organization is not in condition ·now ·to 
accept gifts on which there are tax write
offs: Therefore, I ask unanimous con
sent that the bill be passed over without 
prejudice. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

INDIANS OF THE FIVE CIVILIZED 
TRIBES IN OKLAHOMA 

. The cierk called the bill <H. R. 7218) 
to extend the .period of restrictions on 
lands belonging to Indians of the five 
civilized tribes in Oklahoma., and for 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro teinpore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. . 
· Mr: ENGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- · 

imous consent that an identical ·Senate 
bill <S. 2198) be consl.dered in lieu of the 
House bill. . 
· The SPEAKER pro ·tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the g_entlem!ln 
from California? , 

Mr. MILLER; of Nebraska. , Reserving 
the right to object, Mr. Speaker, it is my 
understanding that the Senate bill .if'.!. a 
different bill from the .one w~ had in the 
Ho.use. Perhaps ·the gentleman . from 
Florida · CMr. HALril or the gentleman 
from California [Mr. ENGLE] might clar. 
1fy that. I do· hot have the senate bill 

before me. I do not want to object to 
the consideration of this bill, but I ·won
der if it · may not go to the bottom of 
the calendar so we may have an oppor
tunity to see this Senate bill. 

Mr. EDMONDSON. If the gentleman 
will yield, the Senate bill is identical with 
the House bill reported out of the com
mittee. There were some amendments 
adopted in committee which made the 
House bil1 identical with the Senate bill. 
They are identical word for word at this 
time. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. In that 
case, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reser
vation of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
man from California? . . · 

There was no objection. -. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That subject to the 

provisions of section 2 of this Act, the period · 
of restrictions against alienation, lease, 
mortgage, or o,ther encumbrance of lands be
longing to Indians of the Five Civilized 
Tribes in Oklahoma of one-half degree or 
more Indian blood, which period was ex
tended to April 26, 1956, by the act of May 
10, 1928 ( 45 Stat. 495), is hereby extended 
for the ·lives of the Indians who own such 
lands subject to such restrictions on the date 
of this ac.t. · 

SEc. 2. (a) Any Indian of the Five Civ-
111zed Tribes may apply to the Secretary of 
the Interior for an order removing· restric
tions . . Witpin 90 days from the date of the 
application, tq.e Secretary shall either issue 
tP.e order or.disapprove the application. The 
order. shall be issued if in the judgm~nt of 
the Secretary the applicant has sufficient 
ability, knowledge, experience, and judgmen~ 
to enable him, or her, to manage his, or her, 
business affairs, including · the administra
tion, use, investmeny, anq disposition of ~ny 
property. turned over to such person ~nd the . 
income or proceeds therefrom, with such 
rea~on~ble degree of prudence and wi_sdo:µi. 
as will ·be apt to prevent him, or her, fi:om 
losing such property or the benefits thereof. 

(b) The Secretary of the Interior is au
thorized and directed to issue, without appli
cation, ·to any Indian of the Five Civ111zed 
Tribes,. who in the ju.Pgment of the Secre
tary is . able to manage his, or her, own af
fairs, in accordance with the standar,d speci
fied in. subsection (a) of this sectlon, an 
order removing restrictions that will become 
effective 6 months after notice of the order 
is given to such Indian, unless it is set aside 
by a county court in accordance with .pro
ceedings ·initiated prior to· such time pursu-, 
ant to subsection ( c) of this section. T.b.e 
timely initiation of such proceedings shall 
stay the effective date of an order until the 
proceedings are concluded. When the Sec
retary issues an order pursuant to this sub-
11ection, he shall notify the· board of county. 
commissioners for the county in which the 
Indian resides. 
. ( c) If the Secretary · of the Interior dis
approves, or fails either to approve or disap
prove, _an_ application within the 90-day 
period prescribed in sub~ection (a) of this 
section, die Indian affected may apply to 
the county court for the county in which 
he, or she, resides for an order removing re':" 
strictions. · If the Secretary issues an order 
re"nioving restricilons without application 
iherefor in· accordance with the provisions 
of ·subsect"ion (b) of ·tnls section, either the 
Indian affected or the board of county com:. 
mtssion~rs may app_1r ~~ ~he county court fo~ 
the cqunty in which the Indian resides for 
an order setting asi'de such order. The court 
shall set a' hearing date· not iess , than 30 
dayg froin the day it receives the application; 
and, under rules adopted by the court, notify 
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the board of county commissioners, tne wel
fare departments of the State and county 
governments, the local representative of the 
Commissioner of Indian 'Affairs, and any 
other persons- the- court considers appropri
ate. At the hearing the court shall examine 
the 'Indian and may require the persons who 
appear before · the court to give testimony 
in the matter of the ability of the Indian 
to manage his, or he·r, own affairs. The Sec
retary of the Interior, and the attorney for 
the county in which such court is located, 
shall be given a:n opportunity to appear at 
such hearings and to participate in the ex
amination of the Indian and other witness. 
The evidence taken at the hearing shall be 
transcribed and filed of record in the case. 
In determining capability, the court shall 
apply the standard specified in subsection 
(a) · of this section with respect to deter
minations by the Secretary. If the court 
finds that the Indian is able to manage his, 
or her, own affairs, it shall issue an order 
removing restrictions or deny the application 
for an order to set aside an order of the Sec
retary issued without -application therefor, 
as the case may be·. If the court does not 
find · that the Indian is able to manage his, 
or her, own affairs, it shall deny the applica
tion for an order removing restrictions, or 
set aside an order of the Secretary issued 
without application therefor, as the case may 
be. The court shall furnish to the Secretary 
and to the applicant one certified copy of any 
final order issued by it. Any final order of 
the court shall be subject to appeal by the 
applicant, .bY the Secretary, or by the board 
of county commissioners in accordance with 
the probate laws of the State of Oklahoma, 
except that no appeal bond shall be re
quired in an appeal by the Secretary. 

(d) When an order removing restrictions 
becomes effective, the Secretary shall cause 
to be turned over to the applicant full own
ership and control of any money and prop
erty that is held in trust for hiin or that 
is held subject to a restriction against aliena
tion imposed by the United States, issuing, 
1n the case of land, such title document as 
may be appropriate: Provided, That the Sec
retary may make such provisions as he deem·s 
necessary to insure paym'ent of money loaned 
to any such Indian by the Federal Govern
ment or by an Indian tribe: Provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall abrogate 
the interest of any lessee or permittee in 
any lease, contract, or permit that is out
standing when an order removing restrictions 
becomes effective. 

SEC. 3. Section 23_ of the act of April 26, 
1906 (34 Stat. 137), as amended by section 8 
of the act of May 27, 1908 (35 Stat. 312), 
which expires on April 26, 1956, is continued 
in force with respect to the restricted prop
erties of Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes 
as long as such properties remain restricted. 

SEC. 4. Except as provided in section 2 o! 
this act, nothing in this act shall be con
strued to repeal or to limit the application 
of the act of August 4, 1947 (61 Stat. 731), 
the provisions of which shall continue in 
effect until otherwise provided by Congress. 

SEC. 5. Any existing exemption from taxa
tion that constitutes a vested property right 
shall ·continue in force and effect until it 
terminates by virtue of its own limitations. 

The bill was order.ed to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

A similar House bill <H. R. 7218) was 
laid on the table. 

AMENDING THE SOIL CONSERVA· 
. TION AND DOMESTIC ALLOTMENT 
. ACT 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 1167) to 

amend the Soil Conservation and Do
mestic Allotment Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? · 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
may we have an explanation 'of this bill? 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, the bill 
provides soil conservation payments to 
persons who-in order to benefit their own 
lands carry out conservation practices 
on federally owned lands. Under the law 
now, there is some quest]on as to the 
right of one engaged in making these 
conservation improvements on federally 
owned land to participate in this pro
gram. 
· Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 

Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 
- Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak

er, does that also apply to military r.es
ervations where they may be farmmg 
and where soil conservation practices are 
applied to those areas? 

Mr. COOLEY. I think it applies to all 
federally owned "lands on which soil con
servation practices are carried out. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. HOPE. With reference to the 
inquiry of the gentleman from Nebraska, 
there is existing law which applies to 
federally owned property. This applies 
to noncrop land so that the question 
which the gentleman asks pas already 
been taken care of by existing legisla
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
. The Clerk read the bill as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (e) of 
·section 8 of the Soil Conservation and 
Domestic Allotment Act, as amended (16 
U. S. c. 590h (e}), is amended by adding at 
the end thereof the following new sentence: 
"Persons who carry out conservation prac
tices on federally owned noncropland which 
directly conserve or benefit nearby or ad
joining privately owned lands of such per
sons and who maintain and use such Federal 
land under agreement with the Fedeial 
agency having jurisdiction thereof and who 
comply with the terms and conditions of the 
agricultural conservation program form_u
lated pursuant to sections 7 to 17 of this act, 
as amended, shall be entitled to apply for 
arid receive payments under such program 
to the same extent as other producers." 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

of Jamison School District No. 28) in Orange
burg County, S. C., and unto the successors 
and assigns of said board of trustees, all of 
the reversionary and other right, title, or 
interest retained in the buildings, improve
ments, and other equipment by the quit
claim deed dated O<:tober 31, 1946, and re
corded in boolt No. 141, page 44, in the office 
of the clerk of court for Orangeburg County, 
S. C., under which deed the United States of 
America conveyed said buildings, improve
ments, and other equipment to the said board 
of trustees of Jamison School District No. 28 
for educational and other related community 
purposes. · 

The joint resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed; and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

DELAWARE-MARYLAND BOUNDARY 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4093) 

to authorize the Secretary of Commerce, 
acting through the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, to assist the States of Maryland 
and Delaware to reestablish their com
mon boundary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to substitute an iden
tical Senate bill, S. 987. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. , Mr. Speaker, I 
did not understand .what the gentleman's 
request was going to be. Has the Speak
er gotten an answer to the inqui'ry as to 
whether or not there was objection to the 
bill? 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be passed over without 
prejudice. 
. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I might state, 
Mr. Speaker, so that you will understand 
why I make this request, the Department 
of Commerce opposes the enactment of 
the bill stating that the proposed· survey 
is a matter of primary concern to the 
two States involved and that it is not a 
matter of concern for tbe United States 
Government, and that the cost of this 
survey should not be borne by the United 
States, but should be borne by the States 
themselves. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I am ad· 
vised that there is no proposal to have 
the Government bear the cost of the sur
vey. Of course, I have no personal in
t-erest in this matter and the bill does not 
afiect my State. 
. Mr. CUNNINGHAM. The report 

ORANGEBURG COUNTY, s. c. states that it will cost the Government 
The Clerk called the resolution <H. J. about $68,000. 

Res. 112) to release reversionary right Mr. WILLIS. That is the cost for the 
to improvements .on a- 3-acre tract · in survey, which is mentioned in the report, 
Orangeburg county, s. c. but the States are to pay for it-that is 

- my information. 
There being no objection, the Clerk Mr. CUNNINGHAM. That is not ac-

read the resolution, as follows.: cording to the information I have, and 
Resolved, etc., That upon the written con- not according to the report from the De-

11ent of the directors of the South Carolina partment of Commerce. 
Rural Rehab111tation Corporation, the United Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. M 
States of America, acting through the Ad- r. 
ministrator of the Farmers' Home Adminis.. Speaker, I object . 
tration, ls hereby authorized and directed to The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
convey by quitclaim deed to the board o! gentlemaJ?. from Michigan [Mr. HoFF
trustees ·of Orangeburg School District No. 5 · KAN] objects to the present consideration 
(successor in interest to .the board o! tr~tees of the bill. · 
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DREDGING PROJECT AT LOS AN

GELES AND LONG BEACH HAR· 
BORS, CALIF. 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4'734) 

to amend the provisions of the River and 
Harbor Act of 1954 which authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to reimburse local 
interests for work done on a dredging 
project at Los Angeles and Long Beach 
Harbors, Calif., during a period ending 
July 1, 1953, by extending that period to 
November 7, 1953. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to object. 
It is my understanding that under this 
legislation local interests who have con
tributed to the dredging of a channel 
are now to be reimbursed. 

Mr. McDONOUGH~ Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. I 
yield. 

Mr. McDONOUGH. Mr. Speaker, I 
introduced a similar bill, as did Mr. 
KING. This is just to provide the ex
tension of the date by which time reim
bursement can be made for work done 
by the city of Los Angeles in Los An
geles harbor. The money has already 
been spent. 

Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. In 
other words, the city has spent the 
money and this will permit them to be 
reimbursed? 

Mr. McDONOUGH. The original au
thorization bill, which provided for the 
spending of the money, and for the city 
to proceed, provided that they could not 
be reimbursed for any money spent after 
July 1, 1953. It so happened that the 
contract could not be completed by that 
time and it was extended over to a 
further date, and this · will extend the 
authorization .. for reimbursement to 
November 7, 1953. · 

Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. And 
the money will go back to the city? 

Mr .. McDONOUGH. That is correct. 
Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. Mr. 

Speaker, this is a very good bill. I dis
approve of any local interests contribut
ing to any dredging projects. This dis
approval applies particularly to the 
deeper Delaware project, b\lt also to all 
others. It is the responsibility of the 
Federal Government to maintain all 
navigable waters. 

Mr. McDONOUGH. In other words, 
the gentleman does not object to this 
bill? 

Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. I 
have no objection and I withdraw my 
reservation of objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc.~ That the paragraph of 

section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 
1954 which begins "Los Angeles and Long 
Beach Harbors, Calif.:" is amended by strik
ing out "July 1, 1953" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "November 7, 1953." 

The bill was ordered to be ·engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

AMENDMENTS TO 
AGRICULTURAL 
ACT 

PERISHABLE 
COMMODITIES 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5337) 
to amend the provisions of the Perish
able Agricultural Commodities Act, 1930, 
relating to practices in the marketing of 
perishable agricultural commodities. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 (5) of 
the Perisha.ble Agricultural Commodities Act, 
1930 (7 U. S. C., sec. 499b (5)), is amended 
to read as follows: 

"(5) For any commission merchant, dealer, 
or broker to misrepresent by word, act, mark, 
stencil, label, statement, or deed, the char
acter, kind, grade, quality, quantity, size, 
pack, weight, condition, degree of maturity, 
or State, country, or region of origin of any 
perishable agricultural commodity received, 
shipped, sold, or offered to be sold .in in
terstate or foreign commerce;". 

SEO. 2. Section 4 (d) of such act (7 U. s .. c., 
sec. 499b (d)) is amended to read as follows: 

"(d) The Secretary may withhold the 
issuance of a license to an appli
cant, for a period not to exceed 30 days 
pending an investigation, for the purpose of 
determining (a) whether the applicant is 
unfit to engage in the business of a com
mission merchant, dealer, or broker because 
the applicant, or in case the applicant is a 
partnership, any general partner, or in case 
the applicant is a corporation, any officer or 
holder of more than 10 percent of the stock, 
prior to the date of the filing of the applica
tion engaged in any practice of the char
acter prohibited by this act or was convicted 
of a felony in any State or Federal court, or 
(b) whether the application contains any 
materially false or misleading statement· or 
involves any misrepresentation, concealment, 
or withholding of facts respecting any vio
lation of the act by any officer, agent, or 
employee of the applicant. It after investi
gation the Secretary believes that the ap
plicant should be refused a license, the ap
plicant shall be given an opportunity for 
hearing within 60 days from the date of the 
application to show cause why the license 
should not be. refused. If after the hea.ring 
the Secretary finds that the applicant is un
fit to engage in the business of a commission 
merchant, dealer, or broker because .the ap
plicant, or in case the applicant is a partner
ship, any general pa.rtner, or in case the 
applicant ls a corporation, any officer or 
holder of more than 10 percent of the stock, 
prior to the date of the filing of the applica
tion engaged in any practice of the char
acter prohibited by this act or was convicted 
of a felony in a-ny State or Federal court, 
or because the application contains a ma
terially false or misleading statement made 
by the applicant or by its representative on 
its behalf, or involves a misrepresentation; 
concealment, or withholding of fa.cts re
specting any violation of the act by any 
omcer, agent, or employee, the Secretary shall 
refuse to isue a license to the applicant." 

SEC. 3. Section 4 of such act is further 
amended by adding at the end thereof the 
following subsection: 

" ( e) The Secretary shall refuse to issue 
a license to an applicant if he finds that the 
applicant, or in case the applicant is a 
partnership, any general partner, or in case 
the applicant is a corporation, any officer 
or holder of more than 10 percent of 
the stock, has, within 3 years- prior to the 
date of the application, been adjudicated or 
discharged as a bankrupt, or was a gener.al 
partner of a partnership or officer or holder 
of more than 10 percent of the stock of 
a corporation adjudicated or discharged as 
a bankrupt, unless the applicant furnishes 
a bond of such nature and amount as may 
be determined by the Secretary or other 

assurance satisfactory to the Secretary that 
the business of the applicant will be con
ducted in accordance with this act." 

SEc. 4. Section 8 (b) of such act (7 U.S. C., 
sec. 499h (b)) is amended to read as follows: 

"(b) The Secretary may, after 30 days' 
notice and an opportunity for a, hearing, sus
pend or revoke the license of any commiS$ion 
merchant, dealer, or broker who, after the 
date given in such notice, continues to em
ploy in any responsible position any indi
vidual whose license has been revoked or is 
under suspension or who was responsibly 
connected with any firm, partnership, asso
ciation, or corporation whose license has 
been revoked or is under suspension. Em
ployment of an individual whose license has 
been revoked or is under suspension for 
failure to pay a reparation award or who 
was responsibly connected with any firm, 
partnership, association, or corporation 
whose license has been revoked or is under 
suspension for failure to pay a reparation 
award after one year following the revocation 
or suspension of any such license may be 
permitted by the Secreti:i.ry upon the filing 
by the employing licensee of a bond, of such 
nature and amount as may be determined by 
thJi Secretary, or other assurance satisfactory 
to the Secretary that its business will be 
conducted in accordance with the provisions 
of this act;". 

SEC. 5. Section 13 (a) <;>f such act (7 U. s. C., 
sec. 499m (a)) is amended to read as fol
lows: 
. "(a) The Secretary or his duly authorized 
agents shall have the right to inspect all 
accounts, records, and memoranda of any 
commission merchant, dealer, or broker, and 
if any such commission merchant, dealer, or 
broker refuses to permit' such inspection, the 
Secretary may publish the facts and circum
standes and/or, by otder1 suspend the license 
of the offender until permission to make 
such inspection ls given. The Secretary 
or his duly authorized agents shall have the 
right to inspect any lot of any perishable 
agricultural commodity covered by this act; 
and if any commission merchant, dealer, 
or broker having ownership of or control 
over such lot fails or refuses to authorize or 
allow such inspection, the Secretary may, 
after 30 .days' .notice and an opportunity 
for a hearing, pUbli&h the facts and cir
cumstances and/or, by' order, suspend the 
license of the offender for a period not to 
exceed 90 days." 

With the following committee amend .. 
ments: 

Page 2, following line 2, add the· follow
ing new section: 

"SEC. 2. Section 3 (b) of such act (7 U.S. c., 
sec. 499c (b)) i~ amended by striking out in 
the third sentence the words 'of $15' and 
inserting 'not to exceed ·$25.' " . 

Page 2, line 3, change "SEc. 2' to "SEC. 3.'' 
Page 3, line 13, strike out "st.all" and in-

sert "may." . 
Page 3, line 15, change "SEC. 3" to "SEC. 4." 
Page 3, -line 17, strike out "shall" and in .. 

sert "may." 
Page 4, line 5, change "SEC. 4" to "SEC. 5." 
Page 5, line 1, change "SEO. 5" to "SEC. 6." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The 
Clerk will report ·· the next committee 
amendment. 

The· Clerk read as follows: 
Page 5, beginning on line ·3, strike out all 

of the first sentence through and including 
"given." on line 10, and insert: 

"The Secretary or his dulv authorized 
agents have the rigbt to inspect such ac
counts, records, and memoranda of any com
mission merchant, dealer, or person, as may 
be J"equlred ( 1) in the investigation of com
plaints under this act; or ,(2) to, t~e deter~ 
mination of ownership, the control factors 
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in the State, country, or region of origin in 
connection with the commodity inspection: 
or (3) to ascertain whether the provisions 
of this act are being. complied with and if 
such commission merchant shall ·refuse per
mission for inspection, the Secretary may 
publish the facts and circumstances or order 
suspendecl the . licenses which the permis
sion gives." 

Mr. McINTmE. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
an amendment to the committee amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. McINTYRE to the 

committee amendment: · 
Page 5, line 13, insert "shall" after 

"agents." · 
Page 5, line 17, strike out "the" and insert 

a comma after "control." 
Page 5, line 18, strike out "factors in the 

state" and insert "packer" and insert there
after a comma followed by the words "or 
state" followed by a comma. 

Page 5, line 20, strike out "the provisions" 
and insert "Sec~ 9" and strike out "are" 
and insert "is." 

The amendment to the committee 
amendment was agreed to. 

The c·ommittee amendment as amend
ed was a.greed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a· third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

IsSUANCE OF PATENTS FOR CER-· 
TAIN LANDS BORDERING UPON 
INDIAN RIVER, FLA~ 
The Clerk called the ·bill CH. R. 6101) 

to authorize· the Secretary of the In
terior to issue patents for certain lands 
in Florida bordering upon Indian River. 

The .SP.EA.KER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? · 

Th.ere' was no objection. 
Mr. ENGLE. Mr. Speal,{er, I ask 

unanimous consent that the bill (S. 464) 
to authorize t:Qe .~~c~.eta_r.Y of the Interior 
to issue patents for certai:rf lands in 
Florida bordering on Indian River, an 
identical ·senate bill, be considered _in 
lieu of the House bill. 
· The SPEAKER pro tempore~ Is there 
objection to th~ .gentleman from Cali.;;. 
fornia? 

There was no objection. ' 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as 

follows: 
Be tt enaeteCl; etc.-, That the · Secretary of 

the Interior shall issue patents for the pub
lic lands erroneously omitted from the sur
vey which are situated between the position 
cif the record meander line represented on 
the piat approved March 10; 1845, and· the 
actual shoreline of the Indian -River in sec
tions 11, 13, 14, 23, 24, 25, and 36, township 
27 south, range 37 east, Tallahassee Meridian, 
Fl~ .• to persons .who hold sue~ public lands 

. tn good faith and .in peace-ful .adverse pos
session. if they. or their predecessors in in
terest have l;leen ·.issued patept~, p~~.or ~Q 
January 1, 1954, !or the upland tracts adjoin
ing such erroneously ·" omitted lands. Pay·
ment to the United ·States shall be made for 
lands so patented at the same price per acre 
.as that at which -the land included ·ln the 
original pa.tent was purchased, but in no case 
less than $1.25 per acre. No patent shall issue 
for any tract unless appllca.tton for the tract 
1s mad'e by a qualified person wlthln 1 year 
from the date of enactment of 'this act. ' The 
Secretary : shall ' lssue no .pa.tents until ··tho 

I·. , ' 

conclusion of such period. . The Secretary 
may, by· public sale at not less than the ap
praised value or under any appropriate pub
lic land law, dispose of any tract of puplic 
land subject to this act. V{hich is nbt app~ied 
for by a qualified person within the 1-year 
period. · 

S'Ec. 2. Upon the filing of a plat of re
surv~y under section 1 of this act, the Sec_
retary shall give such notice as he finds ap
propriate by newspaper publieation or other
wise of the opening of the lands to pur
chase under this ·act. 

SEC. 3. Nothing in .this . act shall affect 
valid existing rights. 

The bill was ordered to · be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table.' · 

A similar House bill <H. R. 6101) was 
laid on the table. 

LAND EXCHANGES FOR COLONIAL 
NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK, 
VA. 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5280) to authorize land exchanges for purposes 

of Colonial National Historical Park, 
in the State of Virginia, and for other 
p~rposes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
i·ead the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of 
preserving more eft'-ectively for the public 
benefit the historic properties within Colo
nial National Historical Park, Va., the Sec::. 
retary of the Interior ts authorized to con
summate desirable land exchanges, as ):lerc
after prescribed; ·and ·thereby· to reduce and 
adjust the boundaries of the park. Any 
lands eliminated from the park hereunder 
shall not subsequently be added to the park 
except by act of Congress. . · 
. In furtherance of these purposes, the. Sec
retary is authorized on behalf of the United 
States to accept from grantors title to ~on
Federal land and interests in land, together 
with the improvements thereon, situated 
within the authorized park boundaries, and 
1n exchange therefor, to convey by deed 
on behalf. Of the United States to the afore
said grantors land or ·interests therein, to-

. gether with the improvements thereon, sit
uated · within Colonial National Historical 
Park that may. be used advantageously for · 
exchange purposes. The aforesaid ex
changes are authorized to be made without· 
additional compensation by either party to 
the exchange when the properties to be ex-

, changed are of approximately equal \1a1ue·. 
:When, however, the properties are not of 
approximately equal value, as may be deter
mined by the Secretary, an. additional pay
ment of funds shall -be required by the Sec,; 
retary or by the grantor of p.on-Feqeral prop.:. 
erties, a8 the case may be', in· order to make 
an equal exchange. · The · Secretary ls ·au
thorl:ted to use ·any land acqUisltioli fuhds 
relating· to the National 'Park System for 
such purposes. The Secretary may consum
mate land exchanges herein auth,orized upon 
such terms, conditions, and procedures as 
he may find t.o be n-ecessary or desirable in 
carrying out the purposes of . this act; and 
in evaluating non-Federal properties to be 
acquired hereunder, he · ls ·-authorized · to 
make such allowance as ·he may find to be 
equitable for the value of any residential 
properties that may be situated upon land 
to be acquired . pursuant to this act. If 
expedient and in the public interest to do 
so, he may 1lssist ,in the removal of struc
tures from property to be acquired hereun
der· through the exchange procedure, and he · 
may cooperate with public or private -agen
cies and ·persons in the securing of hous-

ing for the aforesaid grantors ~ho may re
quire new housing accommodations or fa
cilities as a ·result of the la.rid exchanges 
herein authorized. 

In the ' event that suitable land exchanges 
.cannot be agreed upon in all cases for pur
poses of this act, the Secretary is authorized 
to sell those parcels of park land that other
wise would have teen offered and conveyed 
through exchange procedures herein au
thorized. The Secretary is authorized to 
retain in a special receipt account and to 
expend any funds that he may obtain from 
such sales of property for the acquisition of 
non-:Federal properties within the author
ized boundaries of the Colonial National His-
torical Park. · 

With the· following committee amend-
ments: 

?age 3, strike all of lines 10 to 19 inclusive. 
Page 3, add the following new section: 
"SEC. 2. The Secretary ls further author

ized to transfer without compensation up to 
15 acres of the Colonial National Historical 
Park, Va., to the Cominonwealth of Virginia 
for use by agencies of the Commonwealth 
in the establishment of a. State park in 
furtherance. of the purposes of the Colonial 
National Historical Park." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be e~grossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was· amended so ·as to read: 
"A: bill to _autliorize land exchariges for 
purposes of Colonial National Historical 
Park, in the State of Virginia; to author
ize the transfer of certain lands of Colo
nial National HistQrical Park, in the 
State of Virginia, to the Commonwealth 
of Virginia, and for other purposes." 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

, ACP WATER CONSERVATION 
PRACTICES 

The Clerk called·.the bill <H. R. 7236> 
to amepd s~ction 8 (b) of the Soil Con
servati9n arid DomestiC Allotment. Act 
with respect , tb water-conservation 
practices. · 
. There being. no objection, the Clerk 
!ead the. bill, .~ fo!l~ws: . :-. 
.. Be tt enaated, etc;, That the second sen
tencE_! of section 8 ( b) of. the Soll Conserva
tion and Domestic Allotment Act, as amend
ed ( 16 . U. S. C., sec. 590h (b) ) , it amended 
by striking out of said' sentence "in arid 
or: semiarid sections/' and inser~ing in lieu 
thereof "Clauses." · 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

EXPORT SALES OF SURPLUS STOR-
ABLE COMMODITIES 

· The clerk· called ·the bill (H.' R. · 7252) 
to permit sale of Commodity Credit C~r
p~ration stOck, of basic and storable non
basic &gfi~ultur~l cqmmodities without 
.restriction where similar commodities 
are exported in raw or processed form. 

The SPEAKER pro -tempore. Is there 
objectiol). to the present consideration of 
the.bill? 

Mr. 'SAYLOR. Mr. Sp~~ker, I object. 
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Pa,QVIDING RUNNING MATES FOR 

CERTAIN STAFF' CORPS OFFICERS 
IN THE NAVAL SERVICE 
The Clerk· called the bill <H. R. 4229) 

to provide running mates for certain 
staft' of!lcers in the naval service and for 
other purposes . . 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Speaker, re.serving 
the right to object, will a member of the 
committee. explain this bill? · 

Mr. KILDAY. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
is for the purpose of adjusting and real
ly rectifying the present system of pro
motions for the Staft' Corps of the Navy. 
It would aft'ect members of . the Staft' 
Corps only at the time they are promoted 
froni midshipman. to lieutenant, junior 
grade. At the present timei there is what 
·is known, of course, as the running-mate 
system, which has been in existence for 
many years.- Promotion from midship
man to lieutenant, junior grade, .is auto
matic. At that time, therefore, the indi
vidual acquires his running mate. Un
der the preserit system.it is possible for 
the man who came out of the Naval 
Academy at the very top.or vei:y .high in 
his class to acquire a. run.Iiing mate 
who was very junior to him at the time 
they graduated from the Academy. This 
would eliminate: that dispar.ity and per
·mit the party ranking witn him oi: in his 
Tegular precedence at the time of g1·adu
ation. 

Mr. YATES. Does this bill eliminate 
the fanning system as far as junior ofti'
cers are concerned? 

Mr. KILDAY. That is the purpose of 
the bill. 

Mr. YATES. The pUI"pose of it will be 
also to give. a .greater break. to members 
of the Staft' Qorps? · 

Mr. Kll.J)A Y. That is correct., 
Mr. YATES:·~ Permit their being con

sidered for p·romotion to higher ratings . 
·at an earlier time than they are being 
considered for promotion under present 
law? · 

Mr. KILDAY. Yes; at an ·earlier time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempare. Is there 

-objection -to the present consideration 
of the bill_?. . . . 

There being no · objection, the -' Clerk 
·read the- bill, ~s follows: · · · · 

Be it enacted, e.tc., That paragraph ~ (3) of 
section 311 ( d) of the Otficer Personnel Act 
of 1947, as amended, is further amended by-

( a} inserting in the ·first sentence after 
the comma which follows the parenthetical 
pllrase .. (PUbllc Law 341~ 79th Cong.)" the 
words "or the ~ct o! .August 13, 1946 (ch. 
962, 60 Stat. 1057}, and except those ap
pointed from graduates of the United States 
Navar Acad11my,"; and 
· (b) Substitµtlng a colon for . the period 

at the end of the pa:i;agraph and adding 
the following~ "Provided further, That each 
omcer appointed th the grade of ensign ln 
the Navy under the act o! August 13, 1946 

· (ch. 962, 60 Stat. 1057) ~or upon graduation 
from the United States Naval Academy who 
is serving as an. omcer in a staff corps at 
the time of his promotion to lieutenant 
(junior grade) shall, upon promotion, be as
signed as his running_ mate the line lieu
tenant (junior grade) with date of rank In 
the ·same calendar year who would be next 
se.nior to him. had the otficer of the staff 
corps been originally appointed to the grade 

CI--780 

of ensign ln the line and continued to serve 
as a line omcer to the date of his promotion 
to lieutenant (Junior grade) or if there be 
no · such omcer the llne off\cer who would 
have been next junior." ' 

SEC. 2. ·Each omcer of a staff corps, who ls 
a graduate of the United States Naval Acad
emy or who was appointed as an enslgn 
under the act of August 13, 1946 (ch. 962, 
60 ~tat. 1057), !tnd who prior to the effec
tive date of this act, was assigned a running 
mate in the grade of lieutenant (junior 
grade) under paragraph (3) of section 311 
(d) of the Otllcer Personnel Act of 1947, as 
amended, shall have assigned as his running 
mate, in the grade in which he is serving 
on the effective date of this act, the Hne 
otficer who would have been his runnin~ 
mate in that grade had paragraph (3) of 
section 311 (d) been amended as provided 
1n section 1 of this act prior to the date upon 
which he was assigned a running mate· in 
the grade of lieutenant (junior grade,). 

SEC. 3 . . No back pay or allowances shall 
accrue to any omcer of the naval service as 
the result of the enactment of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
,sider was laid on the table. 

AMENDING BANKRUPTCY ACT AS TO 
UNCLAIMED MONEYS 

The Clerk ci.lled the bill (H. R. 6247) 
to amend subdivision a of Section 66-
unclaimed money~1' the Bankruptcy 
Act, as amended, and to repeal subdivi
sion b of section 66 of the Bankruptcy 
-Act, as amended. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, -as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That subdivision a of 
·section 66 of the ·Bankrup.tcy Act, a_s 
.amended, ls hereby a.mended by adding at 
the end thereof the following · additional 

··sentence: "Such moneys and dtv:tdends sµail 
be deposite~ and withdrawn as provided in 
title 28, United ~tates Co~e, section 2042, 
and .'shall not be subject to escheat under 
the laws of any State." 

' BEc. 2. Subdivision b of section 66 of the 
Bankruptcy Act is hereby repeal~tt. · 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed· 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the t~ble. 

INCREASING COMPENSATION OF 
TRU~TJ!:ES IN BANKR"CPTCY . 

The Clerk called the bill CH •. R. 5047~ 
to increase the compensation cif .trustees 
in bankruptcy. . 

The SPEAKER. . Is. there ob.jection to 
the- present. collsideration of ·,the bill? · 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
-the right 'to object, .. ! wonder if a Mem
ber can tell me how much it is proposed 
-to increase the fees of 'trustees in bank
ruptcy and in what way is it prop·osed to 
increase ·these fee&? . . ,. ·. . 

' · Mr. CEILER. Tbere is a graduated. 
_increase for trustees in bankruptcy: 
The fees ·of trustees have not been 
changed since 1910. That is · 45 years 
ago. The gentleman re~lizes that the 
purchasing value · of the dollar has 
changed in those 45 years. One cannot 
ten 'what this will involve iri. toto. We 
do not . presently. know wn~t. tbese 
amounts are in_-these bankrupt estates; 

.. however. the ~oun~ is very small on 
estates below $10,000. On amounts above 

$10,000 there are slight percentage in~ 
cre'ases, the increases· being .almost in
consequential. There ' 1s an attempt 
made to evaluate in accordance with the 
change fn the value of the dollar. Re
member there is no cost to the Govern
ment. ·· All trustees fees are paid out of 
the estates in bankruptcy under court 
discretion. 

This bill has been recommended by the 
Judicial Conference, which is compose~ 
cf the Chief Justice of the United States 
Supreme Court and tne chief judges of 
all the circuit courts throughout th~ 
United States, namely the nine circuits. 
lt originated with the Judicial Confer
ence and it has the approval of most of 
the bar associations. 

Mr. GROSS. What are the percent
age increases, if the gentleman will tell 
us? · 

Mr. CELLER. If the gentleman will 
look on page 3 of the report he will find 
that the increases are as follows. These 
are the ultimate amounts: On the first 
$500, 10 percent. . . . 

Mr. GROSS. On the first $500, did 
I hear the gentleman correctly, 10 per
cent? 

Mr. CELLE:R. The total fee on a $500 
estate would be 10 percent.· It would be 
10 percent on the next $1,000. It would 
be 3 percent on the next $8,500, 2 per
cent on the next $15,000, and 1 percent 
on $25,000 or over. . 
- Mr. ·.GROSS. I will say to the gentle~ 
man that ·I am interested in this · be
cause of the fact that farm income is 
·steadily decreasing, and if it continues 
to go down, w.e may again have a good 
many bankruptcies in the agricultural 
areas. . 

The SPEAKER .Pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present. consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I ob
ject, Mr. Speaker~ 

WAIVER OF STATE RESIDENCE RE
QUIREMENTS IN CERTAIN ELEC
TIONS 
The Clerk ·called ·the resolution <H. 

Con. Res. 94) ·favoring .the waiver of 
State- residence requirements in certain · 
elections. ·· 

The Clerk read the title of the reso-
lution. · · 

.The SPEAKER.pro tempore. Is.there 
objection ·to the present consideratiOn of 
the resolution? . . 

iv.tr. MULTER. Mr. Speaker, reserving . 
the right to ob-jeet, may we have an ex:-
planation of the bill? - , · 

Mr. CURTIS o! Massachusetts. Mr .. 
Speake:r. will tl;le gentleman yield? 
. Mr. MULTER. I Yield. . 

Mr. CUR.TIS of Massachusetts. It so 
. happens that the national president of 
.the Town Clerks Association resides in 
the district which I represent. They are 
very mucb ipterested in the . problem 
which arises when a person moves from 
one State to another shortly before a 
national election and qoes not, under the · 
laws of the State.· have a. chance to 
qualify in his· new.State.. He is disfran-

: chised, , and it is · very unfair ln many 
cases. They · ha.ve been seeking a 
remedy, and support this resolution, un
der wl~ich the Congress expressing itself 
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as fa vorlng and recommending to the 
several States the. consideration of ap
propriate legislation to meet this prob
lem. That is all we are doing by this 
resolution. It is something that the 
town clerks have been asking for for 
several years, and I hope that it will not 
be objected to at this time. 

Mr. MUL'IER. In other words, this 
bill does not attempt to change any elec
tion laws but merely recommends to the 
States that they con8ider making 
changes? 

Mr. CURTIS of Massachusetts. That 
is correct. 

Mr. MULTER. I withdraw my reser
vation of objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration · 
of the resolution? 

There being no objection, the ·clerk 
read the concurrent resolution, as fol
lows: 

Whereas many citizens are deprived .of the 
right to vote because they have recently 
moved from one State to another and have 
not subsequent to such move complied with 
the residence requirements of the State to 
which they have moved; and 

WhereRS it is desirable that citizens should 
be entitled to vote for the omce of President 
and Vice President whether or not they had 
moved from one State to another; and 

Whereas such disfranchisement cquld be 
avoided by reciprocal arrangements between 
the several States which would recognize the 
right of a citizen who had moved from one 
State to another to continue to vote in the 
State from which he had moved for such 
reasonable period •of time as would enable 
him to fulfill the residence requirements in 
the State to which he had moved: There
fore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That the Congress 
expresses itself as favoring, and recommends 
to the several States the immediate · enact
ment of appropriate legislation to enable a. 
person to vote when such person would be 
eligible to vote but for the fact that he 
had moved from one State to another and 
had not yet fulfilled the residence require
ments of such State to which he had moved. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 2, line 3, strike out "immediate enact
ment" and insert "consideration." 

Page 2, line 5, after the word "vote", insert 
"for President and Vice President." 

The committee amendments were 
agree~ to. 

The coz;i.currer:it resolution was agreed 
to, and a motion to reconsider was laid 
on the table. 

AMENDING THE BANKHEAD-JONES 
FARM TENANT ACT 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6914) 
to amend the Bankhead-Jones Farm 
Tenant Act, as amended, to modify, 
clarify, and provide additional authority 
for insurance of loans: 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that a similar Sen
ate bill, S. 1758, be considered in lieu of 
the House· bill.. . · 

The SPEAKER pro tempo re. · Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

Mr. BOYLE. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, ! ·would like to know 
what the bill provides. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOYLE. I yield. 
Mr. POAGE. This bill provides that 

mortgages made to the Farmers Home 
Administration may be made direct to 
the United States Government rather 
than to a private banking institution, as 
is now required. We now make mort
gages direct to the bank and the Govern
ment guarantees the mortgage. If the 
property is foreclosed, the Government 
has the right of subrogation to the bank. 

Mr. BOYLE. Where is the insurance?. 
Mr. POAGE. When they are made di

rectly to the United States Government, 
the Government then sells the mortgage 
to the banking institution, and in that 
way the banking institution acquires all 
the rights of the Government and is, of 
course, insured, because the Government 
has endorsed the mortgage when it sold 
it to them. 

Mr. BOYLE. I withdraw my reserva
tion of objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the preseht consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as 

follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Bankhead

Jones Farm Tenant Act, as amended (.7 
U. S. C. 1000 and the following), is further 
amended as follows: 

Title I of the act is amended by the addi
tion of the following new section 16: 

"SEC. 16. (a) The Secretary is authorized 
to insure and to make commitments for the 
insurance of loans mad~ for the purposes 
specified in this title (including those made 

quired by th.e _Secretary, and (2) notice of 
default to the lender under section 12 (f) 
shall not be required." 

SEC. 2. Section 12 (f) (1) ls amended by 
striking , the word "p~omptly" in both the 
first and second sentences, by inserting after 
the word "default" in the second sentence 
:the words "in the payment of principal or 
interest," and by striking the word "it" in 
the first sentence and inserting in lieu 
thereof the word "him." 

SEC. 3. Section 12 (f) (2) ls amended by 
striking the word "promptly." 

SEc. 4. Section 13 (a) is amended by strik
ing the words "section 12" in the first sen
tence, inserting in lieu thereof the words 
."this title", and by .inserting the words "in 
the payment of principal or interest" after 
the word "default" where it first appears in 
the first sentence. 

The .bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

A similar House bill <H. R. 6914) was 
laid on the table. 

LIMITATION ON PERIOD OF LEASES 
IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 1210) to 
amend the Public Buildings Act of 1949 
to provide a 5-year limitation on the 
period of leases of space for Federal 
agencies in the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 407 of the 
Public Buildings Act of 1949 is amended by 
striking out ", not in excess of 1 year," 
and by inserting in lieu thereof "not in 
excess of 5 years." 

The bill was ordered to be read a 
third time, was read the tqird time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

in accordance with the act of October 19, RESTRICTIONS ON ADMISSION OF 
1949) and to take as security for the obli- CATTLE AND POULTRY NTO. THE 
gations entered into in 9orinection with such I 
loans first mortgages on the farms with ~GIN ISLAND~ , 
respect to which such IOans are made and The Clerk called the bill (S. 1166) to 
such other security as may be required by amend section 6 of the act of August 30, 
the secretary. Such mortgages shall create 1890, as amended, and section 2 of the 
a lien running to the United f:?tates for the 
benefit of the fund, notwithstanding the fact act of February 2, 1903, as amended. 
that the note may be held by the lender or The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
his assignee. objection to the present consideration 

"(b) Loans insured under this section shall of the bill? 
be subject to all the provisions of this title, - Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
except as otherwise provided in this section, Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
and with respect to such .loans, the terms what is this all about? 
used in this act shall have the following Mr. POAGE. If the gentleman will 
meanings as the context requires: 

"(l) 'Mortgage' shall mean 'loan' on 'the yield to me, this bill amends the quar-
instruments relating to a loan'; antine laws in regard to livestock in 

"(2) 'Insured mortgage• shall mean 'note the Virgin Islands, and provides for 
endorsed for insurance'; the admission from the British Virgin 

"(3) 'Mortgagor' shall mean 'borrower' or Islands into the United States Virgin 
'obligor on the note'; Islands for slaughter only of cattle which 

"(4) 'Mortgagee' shall mean 'lender' or have been infested by or exposed to ticks 
'holder of insured note.' · 

"(c) Any mortgage · insured ·0 r any loan upon being freed therefrom. 
made under this act may be converted to At the present time our general laws 
an insured loan under this ·section at the which are applicable to the Virgin 
discretion of the · Secretary; and any ex- Islands, as well as elsewhere .in the 
penses in connection with such conversion United States, prohibits the importation 
may be paid out ·of appropriations for ad- of ·livestock from any . territory where 
minlstrative expenses. they have been exposed to ticks. 

"(d) In connection with . loans insured. or Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Do tick-
converted under this section (l) the holder infested animals from the British Virgin 
of the insured note shall be entitled to re- · 
ceive the benefits of the insurance as pro- Islands get over to the American islands 
vided in section 13 (a) only in accordance and then come up to Texas or to Mexico? 
with an agreement pursuant to section 12 (J) Mr. POAGE. We do not think they 
or when the assignm~nt :Of the note is .re- could, be<::ause it is required under the 
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terms of this act that the cattle must 
have been freed from ticks before being 
imported from the British Islands and 
they must be imported only for imme
diate slaughter. Those are the two pro
tections provided which we believe are 
adequate. The argument made to the 
committee was that the people on the 
American Virgin Islands have long been 
dependent upon livestock, poultry and 
cattle from the British Virgin Islands 
as a source of f 9od. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of . Michigan. As I 
understand it, you are just moving the 
tick-infested animals one step closer to 
Texas. 

Mr. POAGE. We do not think we are. 
The animals must have been cleaned. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation. of 
objection. 

Mr. MILLER o! Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, reserving the right to· object, as 
a matter of fact, one of the British Vir
gin Islands sends to the United States 
cattle, and have for a long time, either 
for slaughter or for other purposes. I 
believe this bill permits them to do what 
they have been doing for many years. 
The question I wanted to ask is this: Is 
it permitted, then, to bring them either 
into Puerto Rico or into the United 
States? 

Mr. POAGE. If the gentleman is 
yielding to me, I think unquestionably 
any animal that was legally in the Vir
gin Islands has a right to · come into 
Puerto Rico or any other part of the 
United States. But it could not legally 
be there from the Virgin Islands, under 
this bill, because this bill allows the im
portation only for immediate slaughter 
and consequently they could not bring an 
animal in from the British Virgin Islands 
to the American Virgin Islands or to 
Puerto Rico or other American terri
tory. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. Mr. Speaker, re
serving the right to object, I would like 
to direct this question to the gentleman. 
We know that some years ago animals 
of the Brahma variety were brought into 
Mexico and eventually we had the foot
and-mouth disease which extended over 
into United States territory. I want to 
know if there is any loophole through 
which these animals might be brought in 
who would be susceptible to or who 
might have the foot-and-mouth disease. 

Mr. POAGE. O! course, if I thought 
that were possible, I would not approve 
this bill and bring · it before this body. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. I am just asking 
the gentleman for information. 

Mr. POAGE. Obviously, that is a 
matter o! opinion solely and simply. 
The Committee on Agriculture did not 
think there was any need for this bill, 
but the Committee on the Interior did 
think so. They came before us and sug..; 
gested the ·need for it. We do not think 
there is any need for the bill. But we 
do not think the result · o! the bill will be 
to bring any of these diseases into the 
United States. 

Mr. HOLIFIELD. The· gentleman ts 
aware of how many millions of dollars 
were spent beca'use of the importation 
of these Brahma cattle which spread 
the disease to which I have referred. "If 

there were any chance of that, it would 
be very dangerous. 

Mr. POAGE. We cannot. see any 
chance of it. As the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. MILLER] well pointed out. 
the practice has been for a long time to 
bring these cattle across from the British 
islands to the United States islands 
without any restrictions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I object. 

DISPOSAL OF LAND UNDER BANK
HEAD-JONES FARM TENANT ACT 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6815) 

to provide for the orderly disposition of 
property acquired under title III of the 
Bankhead-Jones-Farm Tenant Act, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
passed over without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
man from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 

AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT 
STATIONS 

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1759) to 
consolidate the Hatch Act of 1887 and 
laws supplementary thereto relating to 
the appropriation of Federal funds for 
the support of agricultural experiment 
stations in the States, Alaska, Hawaii, 
and Puerto Rico. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Hatch Act of 
March 2, 1887, relating to the appropriation 
of Federal funds for the s·upport of State 
agricultural experiment stations, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

"SECTION 1. It is the policy of Congress 
to continue the agricultural research at State 
agricultural experiment stations which has 
been encouraged and supported by the Hatch 
Act of 1887, the Adams Act of 1906, the Pur
nell Act of 1925, the Bankhead-Jones Act 
of 1935, and title I, section 9, of that act as 
added by the act of August 14, 1946, and acts 
amendatory and supplementary thereto, and 
to promote the efficiency of such research 
by a codification and simplification of such 
laws. As used in this act, the terms 'State' 
or 'States' are defined to include the several 
States, Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico. As 
used in this act, the term 'State agricultural 
experiment station' means a department 
which shall have been established, under di
rection of the college or university or agri
cultural departments of the college or uni
versity in each State in accordance with 
an act approved July 2, 1862 (12 Stat. 503), 
entitled 'An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which may 
provide colleges for the benefit of agricul
ture and the mechanic arts'; or such other 
substantially equivalent arrangements as 
any state shall deterni.ine. 

·"SEC. 2. It is further the policy of the Con
gress to promote the efficient production, 
marketing, distribution, and utilization of 
products of the !arm as essential to the 
health and welfare of our peoples and to 
promote a sound and prosperous agriculture 
and rural life as indispensable to the main
tenance of maximum employment and na
tional prosperity and security. It is also 
the intent of Congress to assure agriculture 
a position in research equal to that' of in-

dustry, which will aid in maintaining an 
equitable balance between agriculture and 
other segments of our economy. It shall 
be the objE'.ct and duty of the State agri
cultural experiment stations through the 
expenditure of the -appropriations herein
after authorized to conduct original and 
other researches, investigations, and experi
ments bearing directly on and contributing 
to the establishment and maintenance of 
a permanent and effective agricultural in
dustry of the United States, including re
searches basic to the problems of agricul
ture in its broadest aspects, and such in
vestigations as have for their purpose the 
development and improvement of the rural 
home and rural life and the maximum con
tribution PY agriculture to the welfare of the 
consumer, as may be deemed advisable, hav
ing due regard tO the varying conditions and 
needs of the respective States. 

"SEC. 3. (a) There are hereby authorized 
to be appropriated for the purposes of this 
act such sums as Congress may from time 
to time determine to be necessary. 

"(b) Out of such sums each State shall 
be e~titled to receive annually a sum of 
money equal to and subject to the same re
quirement as. to use 'for marketing research 
projects as the sums received frcim Federal 
appropriations for State agricultural experi
ment stations for the fiscal year 1955, except 
that amounts heretofore made available 
from the fund known as the 'Regional re
search fund, Office of Experiment Stations' 
shall continue to be available for the sup
port of cooperative regional projects as de
fined in subsection 3 ( c) . (3), and the said 
fund shall be designated 'Regional research 
fund, State agricultural experiment sta
tions,' and the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
be entitled to receive annually for the ad
ministration of this act, a sum not less than 
that available for this purpose for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1955: Provided, That if 
the appropriations hereunder available for 
distribution in any fiscal year are less than 
those for the fiscal year 1955 the allotment 
to each State and the amounts for Federal 
administration and the regional research 
fund shall be reduced in proportion to the 
amount of such reduction. 

" ( c) Any sums made available by the Con
gress in addition to those provided for in 
subsection (b) hereof for State agricultural 
experiment station work shall be distributed 
as follows: 

"l. Twenty percent shall be allotted equal
ly to each State; 

"2. Not less than 52 percent of such sums 
shall be allotted to each State, as follows: 
One-half in an amount which bears the same 
ratio to the total amount to be allotted as 
the rural population of the State bears to 
the total rural population o:f all the States 
as determined by the last preceding decen
nial census current at the time each such 
a(iditional sum is first appropriated; and 
one-half in an amount which bears the same 
ratio to the total amount to be allotted as 
the farm population of the State bears to 
the total farm population of all the States 
as determined by the last preceding decen
nial census current at the time such addi
tional sum 1s 1irst appropriated; 

"3. Not more than . 25 percent shall be 
allotted to the States .for cooperative research 
in which two or more State agricultural ex
periment stations are cooperating to solve 
problems that concern the agricul~ure of 
more than one State. The funds available 
for such purposes, together with funds avail
able pursuant to subsection (b) 'hereof for 
like purpose shall be· designated as the 'Re
gional research fund, State agricultural ex
priment stations', and.shall be used.only for 
such cooperative regional projects as are rec
oi;nmended by a committee of nine persons. 
ele"cted by arid representing the directors of 
the State agricultural experiment stations,. 
and approved by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
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The necessary travel expenses of the commit
tee of nine persons in performance of ·their 
duties may pe paid from the fund established 
by this paragraph. 

"4. Three percent shall be available to the 
Secretary of Agriculture for admiillstration of 
this act. 

"(d) Of any amount tn excess of $90,000 
available under this act for allotment to any 
State, exclusive of the regional research fun4, 
State agricultural experiment .stations, no 
allotment and no payments thereof shall be 
made in excess of the amount which the 
State makes available out of its own funds 
for research and for the establishment and 
r_naintenan~e of facilities necessary for the 
prosecution of such research: And provided 
further, That if any State fails to make avail
able for such research purposes for any fiscal 
year a sum equal to the amount in excess of 
$90,000 to which it may be entit!ed for such 
year, the remainder of such amount shall 
be withheld by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

"(e) 'Administration' as used in this sec
tion shall include participation in planning 
and coordinating cooperative regional reseach 
as defined in subsection 3 (c) 3. 
_ "(f) In making payments to States, the 
s~cretary of Agriculture ls authorized to ad
just any such payment to the nearest dollar. 
. "SEc .. 4. Moneys appropriated pursuant to 
this act shall also be available, ln addition to 
meeting expenses for research and invest~ga-. 
tions conducted under authority of section 2, 
for printing and disseminating the results of 
such reasearch, retirement of employees sub
ject to the . provisions of an act approved 
March 4, 1940 (54 Stat. 39), administrative 
planning and direction, and for the purchase· 
and rental of land and the construction, ac
quisition, alteration; or repair of buildings 
necessary. for conducting research. The .State 
agriculture ·experiment stations are author
ized to plan a~d conduct any research au~ 
thorized Under section 2 Of this act in C.0"". 
operation with each other and such . other 
agencies and individuals as ~ay contribute 
to the solution of the agricultural problems 
Involved, and moneys appropriated pursuant 
to this act "shall· be available for paying the 
necessary · expenses of planning,· coordlna ting, 
and conducting such cooperative res~arch. 

_"SEc. 5 Sums available for allotment to the 
States under the terms of this act, excluding 
the regional _research fund authorizeq . by 
subsection 3 (c) 3, shall be paid to each State 
agricultural experiment station . in ,equal 
guarterly payments beginning on the ftrst 
day of July of each fiscal year upon vouchers 
approved by the Secretary of Agriculture. 
Each such station authorized to receive al"". 
lotted funds shall have a chief admlnistrativ.e 
omcer known as a director, and a treasurer or 
other omcer appointed by the governing 
board of the station. Such treasurer or other 
omcer shall receive and account for all funds 
allotted to the State under the provisions of 
this act and shall report, with the approval of 
the director, to the Secretary of Agriculture· 
on or before the first day of September of 
each year a detailed statement of the amount 
received under provisions of this act during 
the preceding fiscal year, and of its disburse
ment on schedules prescribed by tlie Secre
tary of Agriculture. If any portion of the .. 
allotted moneys received by the authorized 
receiving offtcer o! any State agricultural ex
periment station shall by any action or con
tingency be diminished, lost, or misapplied, it 
shall be replaced by the State concerned and 
until so replaced no subsequent appropria
tion shall be allotted or paid to such"State. 

"SEc. 6. Bulletins, reports, · periodicals, re
prints · of -articles, and other publications 
necessary for t~e dissemination of result$ of 
the researches and experiments, includln:g 
Usts of publications available for distribu
tion by the experiment stations, shall be 
transmitted in the malls of the United St.ates 
under penalty tndicia: Provided, however, 
That each publication shall bear sti.cli iridicia. 
as are prescribed by the Postmaster General 

and shall be mailed under such regulations as 
the Postmaster General may from time to 
time prescribe. Such publications may be 
mailed from the principal place of business 
of the station or from an established subunit 
of said station. 

"SEO. 7. The Secretary of Agriculture ts 
hereby charged with the responslbllity for 
the proper administration of this act, and ls 
authorized and directed to prescribe such 
rules and regulations as may be necessary .to 
carry out its provisions. It shall be the duty 
of the Secretary to furnish such advice and 
assistance as will best promote the purposes 
of this act, including participation in coor
dination of research initiated under this act 
by the State agricultural exper_iment sta
tions, from time to time to indicate such 
lines of inquiry as to him seem most impo_r
tant, and to encourage and assist ln the es
tablishment and maintenance of cooperation 
by and between the several State agricul
tural experiment stations, and between the 
stations and the United States Department 
of Agriculture. 

"On or before the. first day of July in each 
year after the passage of this act, the Secre
tary of Agriculture shall ascertain as to each 
State whether lt ls entitled to receive ' tts 
share of the annual appropriations for agri
tural experiment stations under this act and 
the amount which thereupon each is entitled, 
respectively, to receive. 

"Whenever it shall appear to the Secre
tary of Agriculture from the annual state
ment of receipts and expenditures of funds 
by any State agricultural experiment sta
tion that any portion of the preceding annual 
appropriation allotted to that station under 
this act remains unexpended, such amount 
shall be deducted from the next succeeding 
annual allotment to the State concerned. 

"If the Secretary of Agriculture shall with~ 
hold from any State any portion of the ~P
proprlations availab1e for allotment, the facts 
and reasons therefor shall be reported to t.he 
President and the amount involved shall be 
kept separate in the Treasury until the close 
of the next Congress. If the next ·Congress 
shall not direct such sum to be paid, it shall 
be carried to surplus. 

"The Secretary of Agriculture shall make 
an annual report tO the Congress during the 
first regular session of each year of the re
ceipts and expenditures and work of the 
agricultural experiment stations ln all the 
States under the provisions of this act and 
also whether any portion of the appropria
tion available for allotment to any State has 
been withheld and if so the reasons therefor. 

"SEc. 8. Nothing in this act shall be con
strued to impair or modify the legal rela
tion existing between any of the colleges or 
universities under whose direction State ag
ricultural experiment stations have been es
tablished and the government of the States "in 
which they are respectively located. States 
having agricultural experiment stations sep
ara.te from such colleges or universities and 
established by law, shall. be authorized to 
apply such benefits to research at stations so 
established by sucli States: .Provided, That in · 
any State in which more than one such col.:. 
lege,. university, or agricultural experiment 
station has been established the appropria
tions made pursuant to this act for such 
State shall be divided between such institu
tions as the legislature of such State· shall 
direct. · 

"SEC. 9. Th,e . Congress may at . any tim~, 
amend, suspend, or repeal any or an of th~ 
provisions of this act." · 

SEC. 2. The following listed. sections or 
parts of sections of the Statutes at Large 
heretofore covering the provisions consou:. 
dated 1~ this act are h_ereby repealed: Pro::. 
v{d°ed, however, That· any .rights. o~ liablli
ties existing· under 'such repealed' sections 
or parts of sectio.ns shall not be atfe~ted by 
their x:epea_l: .. , _ _ . . 

Bankhead-Jones Act, title I, sections 2 to 8, 
June 29, 1935' (49 Stat. 436; 7 U. s. c. 427a-g). 

Section 9, and related provisions of section 
11 of the BankheJl,d-Jones Act, title I, as 
added by title I of the Research and Market
ing Act (60 Stat. 1082; 7 U. S. C. 427h, 427J). 

Department of Agriculture Organic Act o! 
1944,title I, section 105, amending the Bank
head-Jones Act, title I, section 5, by adding 
subsection (c) (58 Stat. 735; 7 U.S. C. 427d). 

Act approved June 7, 1888, amending the 
Hatch Act (25 Stat. 176; 7 U. S. C. 372). 

Adams Act approved March 16, 1906 (34 
Stat. 63; 7 U. S. 9. 369, 371, 373, 366, 374, 376, 
361, 37~ 38~ 382). 

Purnell Act approved February 24, 1925 
( 43 Stat. 970;· 7 U.S. C. 370, 371, 373, 374, 375, 
376, 366,361, 380, 382). 

The acts extending the benefits of the fore
going acts to the Territory .of Hawaii, the 
Territory of Alaska, and Puerto Rico; Hawaii, 
act of May 16, 1928 (45 Stat. 571; 7 U. s. c. 
386, 386a, 386b) ; Alaska, act of June 20, 1936 
(49 Stat. 1553), as amended by Public Law 
739, approved Augµst 29, 1950 .(7 U. s. c. 
369a); Alaska, act of February 23, 1929 (45 
Stat. 1256; 7 U. S. C. 386c); Puerto Rico, act 
of March 4, 1931 (46. Stat. 1520; 7 U. S. d. 
386d, e, f). 

Such portion of the Department of Agri
culture AppropriatiOI.l Act of 1890, approved 
March 2, 1889, as related to examination of 
soils by experimental st~tlons (25 Stat. 841; 
7 u. s. c. 364). 

That part of the act of October l, 1918, 
relating to the Georgia Agrtcultural Experi
ment Station (40 Stat. 998; 7 U.S. C. 383). 

With the. following committee amend
ments: 

Page 5, after llne 22, insert a new para-
graph 4, as follows: . . . 

"4. N~t less t:P,an. 20 percent of any S"Qme 
appropriated pursuant to this subsection for 
distribution to States shall be used by State 
agricultural experiment stations for conduct
in-g marketing research projects approved by 
the Department of· Agriculture.'" · 

Page 5, line 23, change paragraph "4" 
to "5." · 

The committee Rmendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table_. 

TOBACCO ALLOTMENTS 
The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 6846). 

to amend section .313 of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, .with respect to 
tobacco allotments. 

The'SPEAKER.pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? . · 

Mr. HESELTON. Reserving the right 
to object, I should like to have an ex
planation of tne bill. 
_ Mr. ABBITT. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
amends the tobacco allotment act. It 
will further tighten the allotment laws 
by providing that, beginning in 1955, 
production of tobacco on a farm will not 
make the farm eligjble for .an allotment 
in any subsequent year as an old farm 
nor ,will .the growing of s.uch tobacco be 
considex:ed· pa:st experience in tobacco 
production for the: producer. The bill 
clarifies 'existing law by mal_ting it clear 
that production of tobacco without a 
quota will not prevent th.e farm from 
being eligible for a new farm-allot'ment. 
It will permit a farmer to come in and 
get credit for the allotment that is al
lowed to . new farmers. That was ·an 
omission in the law we passed early thiS 
year. This will :fix it so that new· farm• 
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FERENDUM supply as of the beginning of such market-ers. can . come in .and share in the new AMENDING TOBACCO RE ing year exceeds the reserve . . supply level 

allotment. LAWS therefor; . . . 
Mr. HESELTON. May I inquire where The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6845) (2) that such marketing year ii? the. last 

the Persons Who receive these additional th d th A ri'cultural Ad year of 3 consecutive years· for which 
. to fur er amen e g .. marketing quotas previously proclaimed will allotments will be located? justment Act of 1938, and for other pur- be in effect; 

Mr. ABBITT. Whoever can qualify poses. (3) that amendments have been made in 
as a new grower will be entitled to get The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there provisions for establishing farm acreage al
his proportionate share of the allotment objection to the present consideration of lotments which will cause material revision 
set aside for new growers. the bill? of such allotments before the end · of the 

Mr. HESELTON. What if any con- Mr. HESELTON. Mr. Speaker, re- period for which quotas are in effect; or _ 
nection is there between this bill and the serving the right to object, may we have (4) that a marketing quota . previously 

1 d ? proclaimed for such marketing year is not following bill on the ca en ar · an explanation of this bill? · in effect becal.ise of disapproval by producers 
Mr. ABBITT. They are separate mat- Mr. ABBITT. Mr. Speaker, this was in a referendum held pursuant to subsectio'n 

ters though both deal with tobacco the bill which I started to explain by (c): Provided, That u su9h producers have 
allotments. mistake just a moment ago. This bill disapproved national marketing quotas in 

Mr. HESELTON. I withdraw my res~ provides for substantial improvement. of referenda held in 3 successive years subse-
ervation of objection, Mr. Speaker. administrative practices under section quent to 1952, thereafter a· national.market7 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Reserv- 312 of the Ag. ricultural Adjustment Act ing quota shall not be proclaimed hereunder 
k · h which would be in . effect for any marketin~ ing the right to object, Mr. Spea er, w Y of 1938 dealing with the establishment of year within the 

3
-year period for which na-

do you have three bills in here? national tobacco marketing quotas. tional marketing quotas previously pro-
Mr. ABBITT. They were introduced Under the present law, they have to have claimed were disapproved by producers in a 

by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. an election as to whether or not the referendum, unless prior to November 10 o! 
WATTS]. They deal with separate mat- tobacco farmers desire to have quotas the marketing year one-fourth or mor,e o; 
ters. for 1 year or for 3 years or whether they the farmers engaged in the production of 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. What is want no quotas at .all. This bill per· the crop of tobacco harvested in the calend~r 
d year in which such marketing year begins the difference? mits them to .have a referen um on petition the secretary, ,in ac<'.orda~ce with 

Mr. ABBITT. One of them deals with the single question of marketing quotas such' regulations as' he may prescribe, 1!<> 
the new grower allotment I have just for 3 years or not at all. Under the proclaim a national marketing quota for 
told you about, another deals with allot- present law, for instance, in Maryland each of the next 3 succeeding · marketing 
ments for burley tobacco, and the other they have to vote this year and then years. . · 
deals with allotments so that the farmers again next year and this is simply to (b) The Secretary shall also determine and 
l·n Maryland will not have to go every ·t th t t on market quotas announce, prior to the first day of December, 

perm1 em 
0 

VO e the amount of the national ma;rketing q'IJ,ota year but can vote once every third year f r 3 years · 
l.f that 1·s what they desire. 

0
Mr. HES. ELT. ON. I . notice that the proclaimed pursuant to subsection (a) which 

is in effect for the next marketing year in Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I with.. Department ·of Agriculture wrote a . let- terms of the total quantity of tobacco whiGh 
draw my reservation, Mr. Speaker. ter to the . chairman of the co:m,m1tt~ may be marketed: which .. will make availab!e 

Mr. DEANE. · Reserving the 1·ight to dated July 20 . . In view of that date, dui-ing such marketing year a supply of to".' 
object, · Mr. Speaker, does this bi,11 refer may I inquire whether any action has bacco equal to tpe 'reserve supply level. The 
both to fiue-cured and burley toba~co? been taken on this proposal by the other amount of the national marketing quota so 

Mr. ABBITT. rt refers to all tobacco. · announced may, no~ later than the fo~lowing 
body? · · March 1, be increased by not more than ~O Mr. DEANE. I have a constituent who Mr. ABBITT. I am sorry but I did percent .if the' secretary determines that 

would like to be heard ·on this m~tter. · not hear what the gentleman said. · such incr_ease 'is necessary in order to me~t 
. I ask unanimous consent that the bill Mr. HESELTON. In view of the fact . market demands or to avoid 'undue· restric-
be. passed over witl)out prejudice. ·that the letter of the Department ~s tions of marketings in adjustt-ng the total 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is. ther~ ·dated July 20, I would like to inq_uire ·supply ~ tl~e reserve supply leve~. · - ' 
objection t0 the-request of the gentleman whetner any action has be.en taken by (c) Within 30 days 8.fter the proclamation 

' · 1 · · · · ·1 b'll? of national marketing · quotas under sub-from Nonh Carolma? · the other body on ·this or a s1m1 ar l · section (a), the Secretary shall conduct a 
There was no objection. Mr. ABBITT. · The · other body has referendum of farmers engaged in the pro-

passed an identical bill, S. 2297. . duction of the crop . of ' tobacco harvested 

TOBACCO ALLOTMENTS 
The Cie~k called the bill <H. R~ ~847) 

to amend section 313 of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, with respect to 
tobacco allotments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 

. thebill? . · 
Mr. BURN:SIDE. Mr. Speak.er, 1·e .. 

·serving the right to object, I 'should like 
to have an explanation of the bill. . · 

Mr. ABBITT. H. R. 6847 applies ~Iily . 
to burley tobacco. . 

.Mr. BURl'fSIDE. Mr .. Speaker, I ~m 
vitally interested in burl~y tobacco and 
I want to .know how it applies to burley 
tobacco. · · 

Mr. ABBITT. V:p.der th,e p1~esent la:w,, 
a grower of burley .tobacco must plant &S 
m:uch as 75 percent' of his allotment dur .. 
ing any 1 of 3 consecutive years. As 
the gentleman . knows, there is a . tre~ 
mendous surplus of burley tobacco and 
this bill merely provides that if he plants 
as much as 50 percent of his allotme~t 
in any 1 of 5 consecutive years, he does 
not lose his allotment. · . 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. Speaker, I o'Q
ject. 

Mr. HESELTON. Mr. Speaker, I immediately prior to the holding of the ref• 
withdraw my reservation of objection. · · erendum to determine whether such farmers 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. :Ls there ·are in favor of or 'opposed to such quotas 
objection ·to the present considera~ion of for the next 3 succeeding marketing years. 
the bill? . · · If more than one-third of the .farmers votirig 

oppose the national ·marketing quotas, such 
There was no objection. . .· results shall be proclaimed by the Secr_etary 
Mr. ABBITT . . Mr. Sp~aker, I •.ask and the national marketing quotas so pro

unanimous consent for the present con- claimed' shall not be)n effect but sue~ re-
sideration of an identical Senate bill sults shall in no wise affect or limit the sub
(8. 2297) to · further amend the Agri· sequent proclamation and submission to a 
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938, and for referendum, as otherwise provided in this 
other purposes. . section, of a ~ational marketing ~uota. . 

The Clerk re.ad the title of the bill. . - The bill was ordered to be read a third 
· The SPEAKER pro tempore: Is there : time, was read the third time, and J?assed, 

objection to the request of the gentle- · and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
man from Virginia? · the table. · · · · -

There was no objection. A similar H:ous:e ·bill \H. R. 6845) was 
The Clerk ~ad the Senate bill, as laid on. the table.· · 

follows: · · 
B.e it enacted., etc., That .section 312 ·of. t_he 

Agricultural Adjtlstment Act ,of · 193~, · as 
amended (7 U. s. C. 13~2), is hereby amend-
ed to read as follows: . 

SEC. 312. (a) The Secretary shall, not later 
than Decemper 1 Of any marketing year, 
proclaim a. n,ational marketing quota for 
any kind o! tobacco for each · o! t~e ne]!:t 
three succeeding me,rketlng y~~rs wpenever 
he determines with respect ~o such kind pr 
tobacc~ · . 

· (1) that a nationai marketing quota h _as 
not previous!~ been proclaimed _anq tlie total 

AMENDING RICE MARKETING 
QUOTAS 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 7302) 
to amend the rice marketing quota provi
sions of the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1938, as amended; 
· · 'l'he·SPEAKER:pro tempore. ·Is _there 

objection to the present considerat~o~ ot 
the bill? · · 

. r;rhere was .no objecti9n. 

.. 
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l\fr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask.unan .. 
1mous censent"foi the immediate ·consid .. 
eration of an identical Senate· bill (S. 
2573) to amend the rice marketing quota. 
provisions of tb,e Agricultural · ~djust .. 
ment Act of 1938, as amended. . 

The Clerk read the title o!" the Senate 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore~ Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol .. 

lows: 
, Be it enacted, etc., That section 353 (b) of 

the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended, ts amended by inserting in the first 
sentence thereof the words "in the State" im
mediately following the words "on 'the basis 
of past production of rice" and immediately 

-following the words "taking into considera-
tion the acreage ·allotments previously es
tabli~hec;t." 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 

Mr. WALTER.. I call the. gentleman'.s 
attention to the fa.ct that every. prefer

(ential quota is open so that the cases .the 
gentleman talks about now are non
existent. . That applies even to the 

- Italian and Greek ·quotas where th.e 
pressure has be.en greatest. 

Mr. YATES. I thank the gentleman 
for that information. A couple of 
months ago- when I checked I was told 
that the quotas were oversubscribed. I 
am glad that the gentleman has in
formed me now that all quotas are now 
open and that the families residing in 
those and other countries can now join 
their families in this country so that all 
may be reunited. 

Mr. WALTER. Several weeks ago I 
inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
the :figures as of the close of business of 
June 30 of the State Department quota 
issuing division, and. those :figures dis
closed that there were quota numbers 
that had not been tak~n up. 

Mr. YATES . . I thank the gentleman 
for that information. I am glad t.o see laid on the table. · 

A similar House bill 
laid on the table. 

02 ' that the opportunity is now open for 
<H. R. 73 ) was families some of whom have immigrated 

to this country to be reunited with their 
1 loved ones · whom they left behind. As 

AMENDING ACT ·OF SEPTEMBER 3, I said before, the humanitarian purposes 
1954 of this bill are good. 

The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 6888) Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
to amend the act of September 3, 1954, · tion of objection. -
and to facilitate the entry of skilled spe- Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, will the 
cialists chargeable to the quota for Spain. gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there Mr. YATES. I yield to tl;le gen~leman 
objection to the present consideration of from Minnesota. · · · 
the 'bill? · ' Mr. JUDD. May I ask ·the gentleman 

Mr. · YATES. .Mr. Speaker, reserving from Pennsylvania .whether those un
the right to object, I read the following used quota numbers for spouses ·and de
statement from page 2 of the report: pendents are available for wives of per

on September 3, 195( the third Of a series sons who have been admitted for per-
" of bills authorizing the admission of a num- manent residence and the wives are al
ber of aliens skilled in sheepherding was ready here and are now threatened with 
enacted. A total pf 385 nonquota visas were ·deportation? · 
made available under this law. Two bills en- Mr. WALTER. Yes. This will apply 
acted in the 81st and 8.2d Congresses, re- to th f th t · · · t 
spectively, authorized the issuance of · 750 e spouse 0 . e presen immigran 
quota visas, with a provision for deductfon national. No distinction has been made 

·between husban'd . and wife. of the quota numbers in the years following. 
In making a studt· of. immigration prob- Mr. JUDD. I knpw. 

lems in Spain -earlier this year, a special Mr. WALTER. Because of a change in 

. come back _to this country under a 
changed status. 

Mr. YATES. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. WIER. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? · 
Mr. YATES. I yield. 
Mr. WIER. I was going to ask the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania if I could 
find some sheepherders down in Leban

. on, would it be as simple to get them 
admitted as it is the Spanish sheep-
herders? · 

Mr. WALTER. Why d6es not the gen-
.tleman try it? , · 

Mr. YATES. Mr.- Speaker, I withdraw 
·my reservation of . objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc.; That section 3 (a) of 

-the act of S.eptember .3, 1954 (68 Stat. 1145). 
is hereby amended to rElad as follows: . , . 

"SEC. 3. {a) There shall not be issued. more 
than 385 special nonquota immigrant visas 
under this act: Provided,, That special non
quota immigrant visas, without regard .to 
the numerical limitations of this section, 
shall be issued-to the wives and minor, un-

. married children of the aliens who are 
:round eligible for special.. nonquot!I. immi
grant visas under the provisions of this act, 
if they are accompanying -or following to 
join such aliens, and are otherwise eligible 
to receive immigrant . v:isas under . the Immi-

-gration and Nationality Act: Provided fur
ther, That the marriage is found to have 
occurred prior to July 1, 1955." · 

SEc. 2. A new section 5 is hereby added to 
the act of September 3, 1954 .( 68 Stat. 1145). 

· to read as follows: . 
"SEC. 5. The quota ded'uction11 required 

under the provisions of the 11ct of June 30, 
· 1950 (64 Stat. 306), and the- act of April 9, 

1952 (66 Stat. 50), are terminated, effective 
July 1, 1955: Provided, That in allocating 
the quQta .numbers hereby restored, priority 
shall be given to aliens in whose cases the 
Attorney General (a) has determined eligi
bility for preferential quota status under the 
provisions of section 205 of the-Immigration 
and Nation~!ity _ Act or {b) has granted pref
erential quota status to skilled specialists 
destined to the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico in accordance with. tlie provisfo.ns of 
section 204 of that act." · 

subcommittee of the Committee on the the old law it is possible now for every With the following committee amend-
Judiciary · of the House learned that the spouse to be reunited· with his spouse in men ts.· · 
wives and children of a number of these 
sheepherders were Jn distressed condition this country. On page 2, after line 5, insert the follow-
because of their inability to get visas under Mr. JUDD. But if the spouse· is al- ing: · 

· the annual Spanish quota of 250, which is ready here with the husband or wife who · "SEc. 2. Section 4 of the act ·of September 
heavily oversubscribed. In an effort to re- has been admitted for permanent resi- 3, 1954 (68 Stat. 1145) is here_by amended to 
lieve this situation in an equitable manner, dence, will that spouse now be able to · read as follows~ 
provision ts made in the bill for a nonquota. get one of those quota numbers? "'SEc. 4. An alien shall not be. ineligible to 
status !or the wives and children of the receive a visa ·and excludable from admission 

_sheepherders whose adxµission was author- Mr. W~TER. Yes. - into the .United St~tes · under -the provisions 
tzed by the act of September 3, 1954, ·or Mr.JUDD. Without having to go back of section 212 (a) (9) of the Immigration 

· under either of the preceding acts afore- to the old country? and Nationality Act. (6.6" Stat. 182) (a) solely 
· mentioned. · Mr. WALTER. Yes. : by reason of a single convictfon of an offense 

M YATES If I d t d th or offenses each of which, if committed in the 
Mr. Speaker, I shall make no obJ"ect1"on r. · .un ers oo e gen-

t} · f p 1 · tl - United States, would be a misdemeanor pun-
to thlS. b1·11. I merely want to. say . that eman rom ennsy vama .correc Y in 1 h bl b 1 i t t t s a e y m pr sonmen no o exceed 1 year, 
I am in entire accord with the humani- his answer to the gentleman from Min- and for which the aggregate penalty actually 
tarian purposes of -this . bill. As a .mat- nesota, in the case where the wife is here imposed was imprisonment not to exceed 6 
ter of fact I would like to see the intent under temporary visa and the husband' is months or a fine not to exceed $500, or both; 
and the spirit of this bill extended to the here under a permanent status the wife or (b) solely by reason of the · admission 
nationals of other countries, immigrants . would npt have to go back to . the cduntry of the commission Qf an offense or offenses 
Who h ave come to our coun· try but who of origin. 

1 
or the commission of acts constituting the essential elements of an offense or offenses 

find themselves removed from their Mr. WALTER. Yes, without going .. each of which, i( committed in tfie United 
wives and children because of the quota back to the country of origin. States, would be a misdemeanor puni&hable 

- restrfotions which compel them. to , re- Mr. Y:ATES. Would she be compelled by imprisonm.ent not to exceed 1 year: Pro-
main in the nation of origin.. to leave this country, such · as ·going to vided, That the determination whether an 

offense or offenses committed outside the 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker~ will the Canada? · United States would, . if committed tn the 

gentleman yield? · . Mr. WALTER. Yes, but in that, kind United states, be classifiable as a misde-
Mr. YATES. I yield. of procedure she would leave r.nd then meanor or misdemeanors punishable by im· 
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prisonment . not to .exceed 1 year shall be. 
based1 not on tlle applicable forel~n law -but 
on the provisions, of the United States Code, 
and whenever-. such code fails to define an 
offense or offenses comparable to ·those com
mitted, on the' provisions of -the Criminal 
Code of the District of Columbia.' " 

On page 2,, line 6, strike out "SEC. 2." and 
substitute in lieu thereof "SEC. 3." · 
. On. page 2, at the end of the bill, add the 
following: 

"SEc. 4. New sections 6 and 7 are hereby 
added to the act of September 3, 1954, in (68 
Stat. 1145) to read as follows: 

" 'SEC. 6. The word "Spain" is hereby added 
to subsection 4 (a) _(3) of the Refugee Relief 
Act .of 1953, as amended (67 Stat. 401; 68 
Stat. 1044), t() ·follow the ·word ''Sweden" as 
it appears in the ,said subsection. 

"'Ste. 7. ·The ·provisions of law relating to 
the deportation of aliens on the ground that 
they were excludable at the time of entry 
shall not, apply to an .otherwi$e admissible 
aUen, admitted to the United States. between 
°December 22, 1945, and November l, 1954, 
both dates inclusive, who misrepres~nted his 
place of birth, iden~ity, or residence in apply
ing for a visa if such ·alien shall establish 
to the satisfaction of the Attorney General 
that the misrepresentation (a) was predi
cated upon the fact that the alien had rea
sonable. grounds · to fear repatriation to his 
former residence or homeland where he would 
·qe persecuteq. . beeause of race, religion, or 
political opinions, and (b) was not commit
ted for t_he purpose of evading the quota re
strictions of the immigration laws or an in
vestigation of the alien at the place of his 
former residence or elsewhere.' .. 

. Tlie committee amendments were 
agreed ,to. 

The bill was ordered to be ··engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 

. ttme, and passed. . . 
The title was amended so a~ to read: 

,;A ·bill to aJ;nend the act of Septembe1· 3, 
1954." 

.COMMISSION AND· AOVISORY COM
. _. MITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL 
- RULES. OF JUDICiAL .. PROCEDURE 

The Clerk- called-the bill <H. R; 7500) 
to .estaQlish a Commission and Advisory 
C9mmittee on .;rnterriational Rules. of 
Judicial Procedure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? - ·. 

Mr. G~OSS. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, ·may I have a brief 
explanation of what this bill purports 
to do? · 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
was introduced on the recommendation 

.. of the Attorney General of the United 
States and the 'Several bar associations 

· with the idea that it might be possible to 
. have a commission 'of 7 appointed, 4 to 

be appointed from the Government and 
· 3 at large by· the President of the United 
States, for tne purpose of' determining 

. whether :Procedures can be recommended 
in our international legal relations. Of 
course, if recommendations are made I 

· am .sure that treaties would be required 
to make them effective. This is a step 

. toward devising recommendations where 
as an example, we have to take deposi-
tions abroad. · · 

un.if orm rules and regulations ~n · the 
courts here and abroad.· 

· Mr. GROSS. Does this in any· way 
further involve this country in the in
famous status.:.of-forces treaties a:µd 
secret agreements by which American 
servicemen and their dependents can be 
and are tried in foreign courts? 
.. Mr. WALTER. No, indeed. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I with· 
draw my objection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I object. 

AUTHORIZING SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY TO MAKE DONATIONS TO 
THE CITADEL, CHARLESTON, S. C. 
'The Clerk called House Joint Resolu~ 

tion 261, authorizing the Secretary of 
·the Army to make such donations as may 
be available to The Citadel, Charleston, 
s. c. . 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the joint"resolution as follows: 

Whereas The Citadel, the Military College 
of South Carolina, was established on the 
20th day of December 1842 by the Legisla- · 
ture of South Carolina; and , · 

Whereas this institution has educated and 
trained young American manhood as citi:
zens and soldiers since its establishment; 
and 

Whereas the · Military College of South 
Carolina is modeled and patterned after the · 
United .States Military Academy at _West 
Point, N. Y.; and 

Whereas .a large percentage and number 
of its graduates have rendered distinguished 
service in all national conflicts of the United 
States since its establishment; and 

Whereas .Gen. Mark W. Clark (re.tired), 
now president · of this institution, desires 
some representative surplus ordnance field 
pieces (tanks or guns) used in World War II 
or Korea, or captur~d enemy material to 
commemorate parti~ipa~ion of Citadel men 
in the military seryice; and . 

'whereas existing statutes and laws do not 
permit the Department of the Army to make 
a direct transfer · to The Citadel: Therefore 
be it 

Code so as to eliminate ·the :,separate 
divisions within the judicial district bf 
Nebraska. ' 

·The· SPEAKER. · Is there objection to 
.the,present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous · consent to substitute the 
Senate bill, S. 1512, which is identical 
with the House bill, for H. R. 5130. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The SPEAKER'. Is there objeetion to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There being no objection, the. Clerk 
read the Senate bill, as follows ·: 

Be it enacted, ~tc.,' That section 107 of 
title 28 of the United States Code is amended 
to read as follows: , · · 

"§ 107. Nebraska . 
"Nebraska constitutes one judicial district', 
"Court shall be held at Lincoln, North 

Platte; arid Omaha.'' . · , · 
SEc. 2. The amendment made by the first 

section of this act shall take effect on Sep-
tember l, 1955. · 

The Senate bill was ordered to be 
read a third time, was read the. third 
time, and.passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill <H. R. 5130 was 
laid on the table. 

... COAST GUARD MILITARY 
. PERSONNEL 

The Clerk called ·the bill CH. R. 7379) 
· to amend title 14, United Sates Code, so 
. as to provide for compensatory absence ' 
-of Coast Guard military personnel serv-
ing at isolated aids to navigatior;_i, and 
for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to. the present con~ideration of tJie bill? 

Mr. HOFFMAN · of Michigan. Mr. · 
Speaker, I object. 

.Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of. the CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LANDS 
·Army be, and ls hereby, authorized to make OF THE . UNITED · STATES TO ST. 
such transfers of supplies and equipment as . JOHNS COUNTY, FLA. . · 
may be available to The Citadel, the Military The C. lerk c·alled the .bill (H. R.747.1) . College of South Carolina, as· determined 

· a.ppropriate by the secretary of the Army. to provid~ for ~he co:r;iveyance of certain 

-With the following committee amend- lands-of the United States to the Board 
of ·commissioners of St. Johns County. ment: ·- . 

. Page 2, line a; following the word "that", . Fl~he SPEAKER: Is there objection to 
insert the following language: "notwith- . ·the ' :Pr~sent coQsideration of the bill? . 

-standing any other provision of law." Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. Mr. 
The committee amendment was agreed Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

to. · may I inquire of the gentleman from . 
The House joint resolution was or- Florida! Is ·, it understood t~at ·in the 

dered to be engrossed and read a third event this property· ceases to be used as 
time, was read the third time, ·and a public park title will revert back to the 
passed. · · United States? . 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the Mr. HERLONG. That is my uriqer-
table. · · · · standing. '. · 

The title was: amended so as to read: The SPEAKER. Is there· objection to 
"A bill to authorize the Secretary of the the present consideration of tne bill? 
Army to make such transfers of supplies · There being no objection, ·the Clerk 
and equipment as may be available . to · read the bill, as follows: · 
The Citadel, Charleston, S. C." Be it enacted: etc., That the Secretary of 

the Treasury is authorized and directed to 

Mr. GROSS. Does this in any way · ELIMINATION OF SEPARATE DIVI-
involve the United States f~rther in ~he SIONS WITHIN THE JUDICIAL DIS-

convey by ·quitclaim deed to the Board ot 
Commissioners of St. Johns County, Fla., all 
of the right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the tracts o~ land piore 
particularly described as follows: . 

International Court of Justice on which TRICT OF NEBRASKA 
sit three Communist judges? . . . 

Mr. WALTER. Oh, no. The idea in The Clerk called the bill <J:I. ~· 5130) 
back of this is to try to promulgate some to amend title 28 of the Uruted States 

All that certain five and eighty.:two 6ne
hundredths acres, more or less, piece or 
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parcel of land situate, lying and being in 
.Anl;\Stasia Island, in t_he CounW of St. 
Johns in the State of Florida, and more par
ticularly described as the follow)ng parcefs 
'A and B: · 

PARCEL A 

'l'hat portion of lot 2, section 21, township 7 
south, range 30 east, Tallahassee meridian, 
Florida, the metes and bounds of which are 
as· follows: ·' 
· Starting .at the General Land Oftlce monu-

. ment ~t the center of seqtion 21, township 7 
south, range 30 east; thence south 89 degr,ees 
oo minutes west 405.3- feet to a General Land 
omce monument; thenc·e north 1 degree 00 
minutes west 230.3 feet to a point in the 
center of a paved ~oad; thence 1:10rth 7 de-

-grees 5.4 minutes west 1,191.8 feet to a 
coquina monument which is the. point of 
beginning for parcel A; thence by the follow-
ing courses: · 

Course 1: North 82 degrees 06 ~nutes 
east. 148 feet to a concrete monument on 
the westerly side of a hard-surfaced road; 

Course 2: Thence north 8. degrees 27 min
utes . w~st, 564:7 feet along the westerly side 
of a hard-surfaced road to a point; 

Course 3": Thence north 24 degree& 45 min-
· Utes west, 100 feet along .t,he westerly side 
of a hard-surfaced road to a point; 

Course 4: Thence south 82 degrees 06 min
utes west, 112.5 feet along the southerly side 

· of a hard-surfaced road to a coquina monu-
· ment; , 

Co\lrse 5: Thence south 7 degrees. 54 min
utes east, 660 ·feet more or less, to a coquina 
monument ··being the aforesaid point of 
beginning. . 
_ Containing two and two-tenths acres, more 

or less, all as mal'.ked and shown on drawing 
numbered Il-'-61 dated 16 October i9S5. The 
two and two-tenths acres, more or less, being 

·,part of the land reserved tor lighthouse 
purposes by Executive order dated 1 Febru
ary· 1883 and being th'.e · same land retained 

· for lighthouse purposes pursuant to section I 
-of Public Law Numbered 361, approved Au
gust 2.7, 1935 ( 49 Stat. 896) • 

PARCEL B 
Starting at the 'coquina monument noted 

above as the point of beginning for parcel A 
. thence by the following courses: 

Course 1.: North 7 degrees 54. mi~utes west, 
233 feet to a point; . 

Course 2: Thence south.82 degrees 06 min
. utes west, ZlO feet to a point; · 

Course 3: Thence north 7. <itegrees 54 min
. utes west, 287 feet _to a point; 

Course 4: Thence north 82 degrees 06 min
. utes east, 210 feet to a point; 

Course 5: Thence north 7 degrees 54 min
utes west 140 feet. more or less, to a common 
monument; 

Course·s: Thence south 82 degrees 06 min
utes west .330 degrees to a coquina monu
nient; 

Course 7: : Thence south 7 degrees 54 min
·utes east, 660 feet to a coquina monument; 

Course 8~ Thence north 82 degre.es 06 min
utes east, 330 feet to a coquina. monument, 
being the aforesaid point of beginning. 

Containing ·three hundred and sixty-two 
one-hundredths acres, more or · less, all as 
marked and shown on drawing numbered 
D-61 dated 10 October 1935. The three and 
sixty-two one-hundredths acres, more- or less, 
being part of the five-acre "Lighthouse 
Tract" acquired by the United States by deed 
25 November 1871 and recorded 11 May 1872 
in book T, pages 406 through 411, Saint 
Johns County land records. Subject, how
ever, to the !ollo'wtng right-o!-way tor road 
and utmties _across parcel B: A strip of land 
25 feet wide lying 12.5 feei on each side of 
a centerline described as follows: 

starting. at the coquina monument noted 
above as the point of beginning for parcel A; 
thence north 7 degrees 54 minutes west, 660 · 
feet to a coquina monument; thence south 
82 degrees 06 minutes 'west, 119.5 feet to a 

.polnt, being the point of begin~ing of the 
centerline of the 25-foot wide right-of-way; 
thence south 14 degrees 34 minutes east, 
140.96 feet more or less, to a point which 
is the southerly end of the centerline of the 
25-foot right-of-way and said point lying 
on course number 4 of three and sixty-two 
one-hundredths acres previously described 
above. All as shown and marked on draw
ing numbered D-61 dated 10 October 1935. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

· Page l, line 4, strike out "by quitclaim 
deed". 

Page 5, after line 6, insert the :following: 
. "SEC. 2 . . The deed shall contain a covenant 

that no structure shall be erected on the 
land which will in any way adversely affect 

. the operation of t~e Coast Guard facilities. 
"SEC. 3. The deed shall also contain a cove

nant that the property Shall be l;lSed as a 
public park and that in the event of national 
emergency the property shall be available for 
use by the Federal Government without 
compensation.'' 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 

-time, and passed, and a motion to recon
. sider was laid on the table. 

BUFORD DAM 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6961) 

to designate the lake created by Buford 
Dam ih the State of Georgia as "Lake 
Sidney Lanier." 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. · 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, re

serving the right to object, I would like 
to inquire of the author of . the bill or 
some member of the committee, a ques .. 

· tion which will apply also to ' the next bill. 
Can - he tell me why the views of the 
Board of Geogra,phic Names was not se
cured? I note in the repcrt there is a 

-letter from the Secretary of .the Army 
s_tating that the Army has no objection 

· to this bill, but it goes on to say that the 
. Board of Geographic Na.mes may have 
an interest in the· bill and recommends 
that their views be secured. According 
to the report, their views were not se-
cured. \ 

Mr. LANDRUM. Mr. Speaker, if .the 
gentleman will yield, there was no ob

" jection. They did not desire to file a 
-report or to make any recommendation 
about it. 

Mr. CUNNINGaAM. In other words, 
they were consulted? 

Mr. LANDRUM. That is true. 
Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I withdraw my 

_ re~ervation of o}JJection, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the present consideration of the bill? · 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

-read the bill, as follows: -
Be it enacted, etc., That the lake created 

· by the Buford Dam, now being constructed 
on the Chattahoochee River about 35 miles 
northeast of Atlanta, Ga., shall be known and 
designated as Lake Sidney Lanier in honor 
of the late Sidney Lanier, author of the poem 
"Song of the Chattahoochee." Any law, 

- regulation, document, or record ot the United 
States. in which such lake is referred to un
der any other name or deslgn~tion, shall be 
held to refer to such lake . as Lake Sidney 

' Lanier. ' 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was re.ad the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

AMEND~G SECTION 5·221 OF THE 
REVISED STATUTES 

The Clerk called. the biU <S. 1187) to 
.amend section 5221 ·of the Revised Stat
utes, relating to vqluntary liquidation of 
national banks. 

The· SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection," the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5221 of the 
Revised Statutes (U. S. C., 1952 edition, title 
12, sec. 182) is amended to read as follows: 

· "SEC. 5221. Whenever a vote is taken to go 
into liquidation it shall be the duty of the 
board of directors to cause notice· of this fact 
to be certified, under the seal of the associa
tion, by its president or cashier, to the Comp
troller· of 'the Currency, and publication 
thereof to be mad,e for a period of 2 months 

·in every issue of a newspaper published in 
the city or town in which the association is 
located, or if no newspaper is there published, 
then in the newspaper published nearest 
thereto, that the association is closing up its 

· affairs, and notifytng its creditors to present 
· their claims against the association for pay
· ment." 

The bill was ordered to be re~d a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

HOUSING AUTHORITY OF BEA VER 
COUNTY, PA. 

The Clerk called the bill .CH. R. 6198) 
to provide for the sale of_ certain war ' 
housing projects to the Housing Author
ity of Beaver County; Pa., for use in pro
viding rental housing for persons of lim
ited income. 

The SPEAKER. -Is there objection to 
the present consideratiqn of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read tpe bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provisions of any other law (but sub
ject to sections 2 and 4 · of this act) , the 
Housing and Home . Finance Administrator 
is authorized and directed to sell and convey 
to the Housing Aut~ori~y of the County of 
Beaver, ·Borough Township, Pennsylvania, at 
fair market value as determined by -him, for 

. use in providing rental housing for persons 
of limited income, all right, title, and inter
est of the United States- (including, in addi
tion to dwellings, any otfsite easements and 
any structures, appurtenances, and other 
property, real or personal, acquired for such 
dwellings or held in connection therewith) 
in and to the following war housing proj
ects: 

(1) PA-36053, known as Tamaqul Vlllage, 
containing 125 dwelling units on approxi
mately 9.17 acres of land in Borough Town
ship, Pa.; 

(2) PA-30655, known as Pulaski Homes, 
containing 100 dwelling units on approx!

' mately 22.37 acres ot land 1n Pulaski Town-
ship, Pa.; _ 

(3) PA-30657, known as Lacock l)wellings, 
· containing 76 dwelling units on approximate

ly 12.26 acres ot land in East Rochester, Pa.; 
(4). PA-36058,. known as Mount Vernon 

Homes, containing 50 dwelling Units on ap
proximately 7 acres of land in Aliquippa, and 
Hopewell Township, . Pa.; 
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, (5) PA-36059-, ·known as Stephen 'Philllps 

Hpmes, containing 1-00 dwelling units on ap
proximately 13.07 acres of· land 1Il. Monaca, 
Pa.; . 

(6) PA-36301, known as Van Buren Homes, 
containing 400 dwelling units on approxi
mately 57.85 acres of land in Borough Town
ship, Pa.;, and . 

(7) PA-36449 (PA-36052-60), known as 
Midland Heights, containing 280 dwellings 
on approximately 116.28 acres of land in Mid-
land, Pa. , 

SEC. 2. Notwithstanding the first section of 
this act, no war housing project shall be sold 
as provided in such section untll it has been 
offered by the Housing and Home Finance 
Administrator to a duly organized mutual 
ownership or cooperative organization, in the 
manner and under the terms and conditions 
customarily provided for in the case of of
fers of war·housirig projects for sale to such 
organizations, and such offer has not been ac
cepted" within a reasonable · period' as deter
mined by the Administrator (but not exceed
ing 120 days). 

SEc. -3~AnY sale of a war housing project by 
the Housing and Home Finance Adminis
trator under the first 'section of this act 
shall be made on such terms and conditions 
as the Admtnistrator shall determine; except 
that full payment to the United States shall 
be required within a period of not more than 
30 years, wfth interest on the unpaid balance 
at a rate not exceeding 5 percent per annum. 

SEC. 4. The Housing and Home Finance Ad
ministrator shall not sell any war housing 
project· under the first 8ection of this act 
until he has received from the attorney gen
eral <>! the Commonwealth· of P-enrisylvania. 
an opinion to the effect that .the Housing 
Authority o! the County ot ·Beaver bas legal 
authority . to acquire, pay for, and operate 
such project as a rental ~ousing project for 
persons of limited income. 

SEC. 5. On the 1st day of the 6th month 
following tlie month in which this act is en
. acted, or on December l, 1955, whichever ta 
later, thiS act shall cease to a.pply to any 
war housing project listed in the first sec-

. tion o! this .Mt which has not theretofore 
been sold ·un~er such section or with-respect to which a commitment ·to sell under such 
section has not been made. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed: 
and read a third time·, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was. laid on the table~ .. ·. · 

AUTHORIZE SALE OF CERTAIN. 
PERSONAL ~ROPERTY 

The Clerk called the bill dr. ·a. 6199> 
to ainend the act of Octqber 14, -1940, to 
authorize the sale of ,personal property 
held ih connection with housing under 
such act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection -to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being· no oojectlon, -the Clerk 
read the_ bill, as follows: · 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 608 of the 
act entitled "An ,act to expedite the '· provi
sion o:r hous-ing in connection with national 
·defense, and _ for other purpo·ses,"' approved 
October 14, 1940, as amended, is amended by 
inserting '*(a)'' immediately after "SEC. 
_608." and · by· adding at the end thereof· the 
following new subsection: 

"(b) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, any personal property held under this 
act, and not sold with a project or building, 
may be sold at fair . value, as determined by 
the Administrator, to any agency · ol'ganizecl 
for slum clearance or to provide subsidized 
housing- for p~rsons o:r ~ow income, Any sale 
of personal property under this subsection 
shall be made on a-cash-basis, payable at tbe 
time of settlement." ' 

The bjll was ordered to be -engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed~ arid a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

TRANSFER OF WAR HOUSING PROJ
ECTS TO MOSES LAKE, WASH. 

The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 6298) 
to amend section 601 (g) of the act en
titled "An act to expedite the provision 
·of housing in connection with national 
defense, and for other purposes," ap
proved October 14, 1940, as amended, to 
permit transfer of war housing projects 
to the city of Moses Lake, Wash., and to 
other communities similarly situated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That subsection 601 (g) 
of the act entitled "An act to expedite the 
provision of housing in connection with na
tional defense, and for other purposes," ap
proved October 14, 1940, as amended, is 
hereby amended by striking the period at 
the end thereof and adding the fol~owing: 
'·'if at the time of the r.elinqulshment or 
transfer there ts in existence in such a mu
nicipality a loc~t.l :t>Ublic agency organized 
specifically and solely tor the purpose of 
slum clearance and community redevelop-
ment." · 

The bill wa~ ordered to be engrossed 
and read a. third time, was read tne· third 
time, and passed, and' a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table. · 

CONvEY CERTAIN WAR HOUSING 
PROJECTS TO NORFOLK, VA. · 

The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 7073> 
to authorize. the conveyance of .certairi 
war-housing. projects to the city of Nor-
folk, Va. - · -

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER Is there o}}jection 

to the present consideration of the bill? 
Mr_ VANIK. Mr. Speaker, reserving· 

the right to opject, I would like .to ~n
quire of the author the purpose for which 
the housing project is contemplated to be 
used. · . - . - ~ 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, if the gen- · 
tleman will yield, the area :wm eventually 
be used by the- city · of Norfolk for in
dustrial development,. small business: 
small industry, as soon as the housing ·is 
removed from the site. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. VANIK. I object, Mr .. Speaker. 

BENEFITS FOR "CADETS AND MID
·SHIPMEN 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5055) 
to provide that. ,s.ervice of .. cadets" and 
midshipmen -at the service Academies 
during · ~pecified periods s:tiall be CQn'"'. 
sidered active military. or naval wartime 
service for the purposes of laws -·admin
istered by the Veterans' A.dmirustratton. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
- The SPE"AKER. Is there objection to 

. the present conside:ration of the _bill? 
Mr. G;&oss ... ¥r. Speaker,_ ~e~ivfog 

. the right to object. I wonder if the gen- · 
t~eman would e~plain the n~ce~sity for 
this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
~ent that this bill may be passed over 
without prejudice. · · 

The SPEAKER: Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 
. There was no objection. 

AMEND VITALIZATION AND RETIRE
MENT EQUALIZATION ACT 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5516) 
to amend section 306 of the · Army. and 
Air Force Vitalization and Retirement 
Equalization Act of 1948 to provide that 
service as an Army field clerk or as a 
field clerk, Quartermaster Corps,· shall · 
be counted for purposes of retirement 
under title III of that act. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER.· Is there objection to 

the present consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the billp as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 306 of the 

Army and Air Force Vitalization and Retire
ment Equalization Act of 1948 is hereby 
amended by adding at the end thereof the 
following: . 

"SEC. 3 . . Section 306 o! the Army and Air 
Force Vitalization and Retirement Equallza.
~ion Act of 1948 ~s ~ereby further amended . 
by adding . at the end thereof the following= 

"'(g) Service as an Army field clerk or as 
a field clerk, Quartermaster Corps, shall be· 
deemed t.o have be~n active Federal service 
il\ the Army ~! _the United States · in the 

. grade of warrant officer as provided in the. 
act ot Aprll-27, 1926 (44 Stat. 32a) .' '-' · 

· With the following committee amend
·ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: . 

"That subsection· 302 (a), Army and Air 
Force Vitalization and Retirement Equali
zation Act of 1948 (62 Stat. 1087), as amend
ed (10 U.S. o. 1036a (a)), is further am.end
ed by-.inserting the woras • Army' fteld clerk, 
field clerk, Quartermaster Corps,' after the 
words 'fiight officer/ and by inserting the 
:following additional proviso after the words 
~December 31; 1946': 'And provided further, 
That !Or _the purposes of this, section, all pe
riods o:r classified field, service as an Army_ 
headquarters c1erk or · as a clerk o:r the Anny 
Quartermaster Corps under laws. in effect 
prior to August 29. 1916. shall. ln the case or 
warrant otftcers. be CQnstdered as sat1$factory 
Federal service performed in the status of a 
warrant officer.' . ' 
' "SEc. 2. No 'person shall, by virtue of sec~ 

t_ion l, 'be entitled to r'e~ired pay for any pe
riod prior to the effective date of thi8 act." 

The commit.tee amendment was 
agreed ·to. ·· . 

Th.e bill was Qrdered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to ·read: 
~·A bill to amend · title III· of the Army 
and Air Force Vitalization and Retire
ment Equalization Act of 1948 to pro-

, vide that service as an Army field clerk, 
or as a field clerk, Quartermaster Corps. 
shall be counted for purposes of retire
ment under title III of that act, and for 

· other. purposes." · 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

~hl~ ' 

RELIEF OF: CERTAIN RURAL 
CARRIERS 

.. The Clerk called the bill (H. R .. 6622} 
for the relief of certain rural carriers. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That each rural carrier 
who served a heavily patronized route dur
ing the period between November 1, 1949, 
and February 16, 1955, and who, as a result 
of administrative application of section 5 of 
the act of May 3, 1950 (64 Stat. 101), has 
received during such period total compensa
tion in excess of the amount authorized 
under section 17 (d) of the act of July l, 
1945, as amended (sec. 867 (d) o.f title 39, 
u. s. c.), is hereby relieved of all liability 
to refund to the United States the sum rep
resenting the difference between the amount 
of total compensation aillowable under sec
tion 17 ( d) of the act of July 1, 1945, as. 
amended, and the amount of total compen
sation paid the carrier during such period. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

VALIDATE PAYMENTS OF MILEAGE 
MADE 

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7121) 
to validate payments of mileage made 
to United States Army and Air Force· 
personnel pursuant to permanent change 
of station order authorizing travel by 
commercial aircraft, and for other pur
poses. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all payments of 
mileage made to United States Army and 
Air Force personnel in accordance with De
partment of the Army and Department of 
the Air Force instructions during the period 
January 1, 1950, through March 31, 1951, 
inclusive, for travel performed by commer
cial aircraft pursuant to permanent change 
of station orders authorizing travel by com
mercial aircraft, except those for which re
payment has been effected, be validated 
notwithstanding the provisions of section 12 
of the Pay Readjustment Act of 1942 ( 56 
Stat. 364), as amended by section 203 of the 
act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 859), in effect 
when the travel involved was performed. 

Sro. 2. The Comptroller General of the 
United States, or his (lesignee, shall relieve 
disbursing officers, including special dis
bursing agents, of the A;rmy and the Air 
Force from accountability or responsib1lity 
for any payments validated by this act, and 
shall allow credits in the settlement of the 
accounts of such officers or agents for such 
payments which appear to be . free from 
fraud or collusion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

COMMODITY EXCHANGE ACT REG· 
ISTRATION ;FEES 

The Clerk called the bill (S. ·1051) to 
amend section Sa <4> of the Commodity 
Exchange Act, as amended. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section Ba (4) of 
the Commodity Exchange Act, as amended 

(7 u. s. c. 12a ( 4)), is amended to read · as 
follows: 

"(4) :to fix aind establish from time to time 
reasonable fees and charges for registrations 
and renewals thereof and for copies of regis
tration certificates; and". 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

TRADE DEVELOPMENT 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 2253) to 

reemphasize trade development as the 
primary purpose of title I of the Agricul
tural Trade Development and Assistance 
Act · of 1954. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it enactea, etc., That section 103 (b) of 
the Agricultural Trade Development and 
Assistance Act of 1954 is amended by striking 
out "$700,000,000" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "$1,500,000,000. This limitation shall 
not be apportioned by year or by country, but 
shall be considered as an objective as well as 
a limitation, to be reached as rapidly as possi
ble so long as the purposes of this act can be 
achieved within the safeguards established." 

SEc. 2. Section 106 of such act is amended 
by adding the following: "The Secretary of 
Agriculture is also authorized to determine 
the nations with whom agreements shall be 
negotiated, and to determine the commod
ities and quantities thereof which may be 
included in the negotiations with each coun
try after advising With other agencies of 
Government affected and within broad poli
cies laid down by the •President for imple
menting this act." .. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third. 
time, was read the third time, and. passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. ' 

INVENTIVE CONTRIBUTIONS 
AWARDS BOARD 

The Clerk called the· bill <H. R. 2383) 
to authorize the establishment of an In
ventive contributions Awards Board 
within the Department of Defense, and 
for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallow~: 

Be it enacted, etc., That this act may be 
cited as the "Inventive Contributions Awards 
Act of 1955." 

DECLARA TiON OF POLICY 

SEC. 2. It is the purpose of this act to 
foster invention for national defense through 
the establishment within the Department of 
Defense of an Inventive Contributions 
Awards Board which shall be authorized to 
recommend to the Secretary the making o! 
such awards, to be known as national de
fense awards, as it shall consider just for 
meritorious inventions contributing to the 
national defense. 

DEFINITIONS 

SEC. 3. As used in this act-
(a) The term "contribution" means any 

inventive contribution which is used in the 
national defense of the United States, and 
which is not subject to the provisions o! 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1946. 

(b) The term "contributor" means any 
natural person who hal!! made a.n inventive 
contribution. 

· ( c) The term "the Department" shall 
mean the Department of Defens~. ·and the 
term "Secretary" shall mean the Secretary of 
Defense. 

( d) ·The term "defense agency" means the 
Department, or any other department, 
agency, or independent establishment in 
the executive branch of the Government (ex
cept the Atomic Energy Commission). or any 
wholly owned Government corporation, 
designated by the President as a defense 
agency for the purposes of this act. 

(e) The term "Board" means the Inventive 
Contributions Awards Board established pur
suant to section 5 of this act. · 

(f) The term "award" means a national 
defense award authorized by section 4 of 
this act. 
' (g) The term "communication" shall 

mean either a disclosure in writing or a 
submission of a physical embodiment of the 
contribution. 

(h) The term "national defense" shall 
include the program provided for in the 
Mutual Security Act of 1951, as amended, and 
the Mutual Defense Assistance Act of 1949, 
as amended. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AWARDS 

SEC. 4. Any law to the contrary notwith
standing, whenever any contributor has di
rectly or indirectly communicated his con
tribution to any defense agency, and any 
such agency in consequence of such com
munication has used or caused to be used 
such contribution, the Secretary, upon the 
recommendation of 'the Board, may make a 
national defense award to such contributor 
or his heirs in such amount,' and subject to 
such terms and conditions, as the Board shall 
deter~~ne in conformity with the provisions 
of this act to be a proper award for the use 
thereof. 

INVENTIVE CONTRmUTIONS AWARDS BOARD 

SEC. 5. (a) The Secretary is authorized ' to 
establish within the Depa.rtment an Inven
tive Contributions .Awards Board which shall 
be composed of not ni'ore than 15 members 
appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, for such 
term or terms as he m·ay specify, from indi
viduals in civil life who are eminent in one 
or more of the following fields of activity: 
Invention, science, research, development, 
and patent law. A quorum of the Board 
shall meet at such times as the Secretary 
may specify to consider applications made 
pursuant to section 6 of this act tor awards. 
Five members shall constitute a quorum of 
the Board .. 

(b) From funds available for such pur
poses, each member shall receive com
pensation at the rate of $50 for each day of 
his attendance at meetings of the Board, and 
shall be reimbursed for all travel expenses 
actually incurred by him in the performance 
of his duties as a member of the Board: Pro
vided, That the provisions of title 18, United 
States Code, section 281, shall not apply to 
the members of this Board and that appoint
ments may be made without regard to the 
requirements of the Civil Service Retire
ment Act. 

(c) The Board shall perform the duties re
quired of it by section 6 of this act. The 
Secretary shall provide the Board with such 
personnel and facilities as he may determine 
tq be required ?Y the Board for the perform
ance of its functions. · 

(d) The Board, subje'ct to approval by the 
Secretary, may promulgate such rules and 
regulations, not 1ncon$istent w-ith this act, 
as may be required for the performance of 
its duties hereunder. 

APPLICATION l'OR AWARDS AND PROCEEDINGS 

THEREON 

SEC. 6. Any contributor may file with the 
Secretary an application for an award under 
section 4 of this Act, or be x:ecommended for 
an award by the head of any defense agency. 
Such application or recommendation may be 
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fileq upon information and belief, and shall 
contain a statement concerning-

( 1) the nat ure· of such contribution; 
(2) the ownership thereof; 
(3) the date and manner of its communl- · 

cation to any defen'se agency; · 
(4) the nature and extent of the compen

sation received by such contributor from the 
United States in connection with the con
tribution; 

(5) the nature and extent of the award 
for which application or recommendation is 
made pursuant to this act; and 

( 6) such other information as the Board 
shall prescribe by its rules. 

(b) Each application or recommendation 
so filed shall be transmitted to the Board 
which, subject to the provisions of this act, 
shall determine the questions presented by 
such application, and shall make and trans
mit to the Secretary a report thereon in 
which the Board shall set forth-

( 1) its findings of fact; 
(2) its conclusions and recommendations 

on the question whether the contributor is 
entitled to an award under this act; and 

(3) the terms and conditions upon which 
any such a~ard should be made. 
DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR AWARDS AND, 

QUANTUM THEREOF 

SEC. 7. (a) In any proceeding under this. 
act, the contributor shall .bear the burden of 
establishing the communication of the con
tribution in question, except that the sub
mission of a contribution to the National 
Inventors Council and by that council to a 
defense agency shall constitute proof of 
communication. 

(b) In any proceeding under this act if 
the Board finds that the contributor com
municated the contribution and as a result 
thereof it was used, the Board may recom
mend an award, and payment thereof in a 
lump sum or jn periodic installmen~s. 

(c) In determining the amount of any 
such award consideration shall be given to

(1) the novelty, originality, and utility of 
the contribution; 

(2) the extent to which such development 
was made at the expense of the contributor, 
and the extent to which such development 
was made at the expense of the United 
States; 

(3) the extent to which the contributor 
has benefited, will benefit, or reasonably can 
be expected to benefit through the commer• 
cial exploitation of such contribution~ 

(4) the extent to which the contributor 
has been denied the benefits ·or commercial 
exploitation of such contribution in conse.
quence of _any secrecy restrictions imposed 
by the United States; and 

( 5) the extent to which the contributor 
has been compensated for said contribution 
by tp.e United ~tates. 

( d) If, in any proceeding under this act, it 
shall appear to the Board that more than one 
contributor is entltled..to compensation with 
respect to the same contribution, the Board 
shall ascertain and determine the interests 
of each such contributor and shall recom
mend the division o! the award, ln such 
proportions as it shall deem equitable, among 
all persons whom it shall find to be entitled 
to share therein. 

( e) A contributor shall not be barred from 
eligib111ty for an awa'rd on the ground that 
he has given the Government a license under 
his invention either with or without receip.t 
of cash consideration or by virtue of the fact 
that the Government claims an equitable 
license under his invention. 

PAYMENT OF AWARDS 

SEC. 8. (a) Any award made pursuant to 
this act may be paid in a single payment or 
by such periodic payments as the Board may 
recommend. 

(b) Awards so lJla,de shall be paid from 
funds appropriated to the defense i;tgency 

principally interested in the contribution for 
which such award is made, as determined by 
the Board, and may be paid from any funds 
appropriatect·to such agency which are avail
able for the procurement of equipment or 
supplies incorporating such contribution or 
resulting from the practice of such contribu- · 
tion. If the head of the defense agency con
cerned certificates that funds are not avail
able to such agency for the payment of any 
such award, the Secretary shall include in 
his budget estimate for the Dep?.rtment for . 
the next fiscal year an appropriate item for 
the payment of sucp. lj.ward. 

(c) No award shall be paid under this act 
to any contributor or with respect to any 
contribution in any amount exceeding 
$75,000 until such award has been trans
mitted to and approved by the Congress. 
The approval of the Congress to ariy such 
award shall be deemed to have been granted· 
upon the expiration of the first period of 
6 months of continuous session of the Con
gress following the date on which such 
award is transmitted to it for approval, but 
only if prior to the expiration of such period 
there has not been passed a concurrent reso
lution disapproving such award or approv
ing such award in a requced amount or sub
ject to different conditions. If within such 
period any such resolution is passed author
izing payment of such award in a reduced 
amount or subject to different conditions, 
payment of such award may be made in con
formity with the terms of such resolution. 

PROCEEDINGS UNDER OTHER STATUTES 

SEC. 9. (a) Nothing c9ntained in this act 
shall-

( 1) prevent any defense agency from mak~ 
ing any payment to any contributor pur
suant to any other provision of law; or 

(2) bar any contributor from prosecut
ing any suit under any other provision qf 
law; or 

(3) prohibit any department or agency of 
the United States from making any pay
ment to a contributor pursuant to any ad
ministrative order of such department or 
egency. 

SEc. 10. Section 10 (r) of the Army Air 
Corps Act approved June 2, 1926, as amended 
by act approved March 3, 1927 (10 U. S. c. 
310 (r)), is hereby repealed. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the . enacting clause 
and substitute the following: 

"That this act may be cited as the 'In
ventive Contributions Awards Act of 1955.' 

"SEC. 2. It is the purpose of this act to 
foster fovention for national defense by con
ferring on the National Inventors Council 
within the Department of Commerce author
ity to make such awards known as National 
Defeqse Awards, as it shall consid.er just for 
meritorious inventive contributions made to 
the national defense. · 

"DEFINITIONS . 

"SEC. 3. As used in this act-
"(a) The terms 'contribution' or 'inven

tive contribution' mean any contribution of 
a process, machine, manufacture, or com
position of matter in the· fields contemplated 
by the patent law, or of an improvement 
in, idea for, or for the use of, such a process, 
machine, mam.ifacture, or composition of 
matter, whether or not patented, unpat
ented, or unpatentable, and whether or not 
original with the contributor, new, or 
amounting to invention, which is used in 
the national defense of the United States 
as a result of · commuri1cat1on by the con
tributor, and which is not subject to the 
provisions of the Atomic Energy Acts of 
1946 (42 u. s. c. 1801-1819) and of 1954 (42 
u. s. c. 2011-2296). 

"(b) The term· 'contributor' means a nat;.. 
Ural ·person Who ha1 made aii 1nventi".8 

contribution, other than civilian officers and 
employees ot the Federal Government to 
whom title III, Public Law 7(?3, 83d Oongress, 
applies, or as otherwise included in section 
9 (b) herein. 

" ( c) The term 'defense agency' means tlie 
Department of Defense or any other depart
ment, agency, or independent establishment · 
in the executive branch of the Government 
(except the Atomic Energy Commission), or 
any wholly owned Government corporation, 
designated by the President as a defense 
agency for the purposes of this act. 

"(d) The term 'award' means a National 
Defem:e Award authorized by section 4 of this 
act. 

"(e) The term 'communication' shall mean 
either a disclosure in writing or a submis"
sion of a physical embodiment of the con
tribution. 

"(f) The term 'Council' means the Na.; 
tional Inventors Council within the Depart-' 
ment of Commerce. 

"NATIONAL DEFENSE AWARDS 

"SEC. 4. Any law to the contrary notwith:. 
standing, whenever any contributor has di;. 
rectly or indirectly communicated his con
tribution to any defense agency, and any 
such agency in consequence of such com
munication has used or caused to be used 
such contribution, the National inventors 
Council may make a National Defense Award 
to such contributor or his heirs in such 
amount. and subject to such terms and con
ditions, as the Council shall determine in 
conformity with th.e provisions of this act 
to be a proper award for the use thereof. 

"NATIONAL INVENTORS COUNCIL 

"SEC. · 5. ' (a} The National Inventors 
Council shall perform the duties required o! 
it by the provisions of this act. 

"(b) The Council, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of Commerce, may promul
gate such rules and regulations, not incon
sistent with this act, as may be required for 
the performance of its duties hereunder. 

" ( c) There is hereby authorized to be ap
propriated suc.h funds as are necessary to 
meet administrative expenses of the Council 
in performance of its functions under this 
act, except no appropriations authorized un
der this subsection shall be used for the pay
ment of any award under this act. 
"APPLICATIONS FOR AWARDS AND PROCEEDING~ 

THEREON 

"SEc. 6. (a) Any contributor may file with 
the Council an application for an award un
der section 4 of this act, or be recommended 
for an award by the head of any defense 
agency. Such application or recommenda
tion may be filed upon information and be
lief, and shall contain a statement con
cerning-

"(l) the nature of such contribution; 
" ( 2) the ownership thereof; 
"(3) the date and manner of its com

munication to any defense agency; 
"(4) the · :nature and extent of the com• 

pensation received by such contributor from 
the United States in connection with the 
contribution; 

"(5) the nature and extent of the award 
·for which appllcatton or reconimendation ts 
made pursuant to this act; and 

"(6} such other information as the 
Council shall prescribe by its rules. 

"(b) Each application or recommendation 
so filed shall be transmitted to the Council 
which, subject to the provisions of this act, 
shall determine the questions presented by 
such application, arid shall make· a report 
tnei:eon in which it shall set forth-

" ( 1) its findings of fact; 
''(2) tts conclusions and . recommenda

tions on the question whether the contribu
tor is entitled to an award under this act; 
and 
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" ( 3) the terms and conditions upon which 

any such award should be made. 
"DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILn'Y FOR AWARDS 

AND QUANTUM THEREOF 

"SEC. 7. (a) In any proceeqlng under this 
a.ct, the contributor shall bear the burden 
of establishing the communication of the 
contribution in question, except that the 
submission of a contribution to the National 
Inventors Council and by that Council to 
a defense agency shall constitute proof of 
communication. 

" ( b) In any proceeding under this act if 
the Council finds that the contributor com
municated the contribution and as a result 
thereof it was used, it may make an award, 
and ·recommend payment thereof in a lump 
sum or in periodic installments. 

" ( c) In determining the amount of any 
such award consideration shall be given to
. "(1) the novelty, originality, and utility 
of the contribution; 

"(2) the extent to whlch such develop
ment was made at the expense of the con
tributor, and the extent to which such de
velopment was made at the expense of the 
United States; 

" ( 3) the extent to which the contributor 
has benefited, wm benefit, or reasonably can 
be expected to benefit through the com
mercial exploitation of such contribution; 

"(4) the extent to which the contributor 
has· been denied the benefits of commercial 
exploitation of such contribution in conse
quence of any secrecy· restrictions imposed 
by the United States; and 

" ( 5) the extent to which the cont.ributor 
has been compensated for said contribution 
by the United States. 

"(d) If, in any proceeding under this act, 
it shall appear to the Council that more 
than one contributor is entitled to compen
sation with respect to the same contribution, 
it shall ascertain and determine the inter
ests of each· such contributor and shall rec
ommend the division of the award, in such 
proportions as it shall deem equitable, among 
all persons whom it shall find to be entitled 
to share therein. 
· " ( e) A contributor shall not be barred 
from eligib111ty for an award on the ground 
;that he has · given the Government a license 
under his invention either with or without 
receipt of cash consideration or by virtue of 
the fact · that the Government claims ~ and 
equitable license under his .invention. 

"(f) It shall not be necessary that the 
contributor own the inventive contribution 
or posses& any property interest in it in order 
to be eligible for an award, but the Council 
may consider as an additional factor, poten
tial claims by others for the same contr.ibu
tions, or similar contributions, in determin
ing the amount of an award, if any. 

"PAYMENTS OF AWARDS 

• "SEC. 8. (a) Any award made pursuant to 
this act may be paid in a single ' payment . or 
by such periodic payments as the Council 
µiay recommend. 

" ( b) Awards so made shall be paid_ from 
funds appropriated to the def~nse agency 
principally interested in .the c.o.ntributiqn 
for which such award is made, as determine4 
by the Council, and may be paid from any 
funds appropriated to such agency which 
are available for the procurement of equip
ment or supplies incorporating such contri
.butlon or resulting from the practice of such 
contribution. If such funds are not ·avail
able to such agency for the payment of the 

. a V'.'.ard, the head of ·the ·agency shall so cer
tify and shall include in his budget estimate 
for the next fiscal year an approp"riate item 
'for the payment of such award .. 

"(c) No award shall be paid under this -act 
to any contributor or ·with respect to any 
contribution in . any amount excee.ding 
$50,000' . until such award has been trans
mitted to and approved by the Congress. 
The approval of ' the Coilgress"to ·any such 
award shall be deemed. to liave been granted 

upon the expiration of the first period of 6 
months of continuous session of the Con
gre~s following the date on 'which such 
award is transmitted to it for approval, but 
only if prior to the expiration of such period 
there has not been passed a concurrent reso
lution disapproving such award or approving 
such award in a reduced amourit or subject 
to different conditions. If within such 
period any such resolution is passed author
izing payment of such award in a reduced 
amount or subject to different conditions, 
payment of such award may be made in 
conformity with the terms of such resolu
tion. 

"PROCEEDINGS UNDER OTHER STATUTES 

"SEC. 9. (a) Nothing contained in this act 
shall-

" ( 1) prevent any defense agency from 
making any payment to any contributor 
pursuant to any other provision of law; or 
· "(2) bar any contributor from prosecut

ing any suit under any other provision of 
law; or 
· "(3) prohibit any department or agency 

of the United States from making any pay
ment to a contributor pursuant to any ad
ministrative order of such department or 
agency. 

"(b) An offi.cer or employee of the Govern
ment shall not be eligible for consideration 
for an award pursuant to this act unless he 
has received the maximum monetary award 
that may be granted for an invention under 
the Government Employees' Incentive 
Awards Act (68 Stat. 1112). 

"SEC. 10. Section 10 (r) of the Army Air 
Corps Act approved June 2, 1926, as a.mended 
by act approved March 3, 1927 (10 u. S. c. 
310 (r)), ls hereby repealed. 
. "SEc. 11. The provisions of this act shall 
be pr<?spectlv~ only and shall affect inven
tive contributions communicated after the 
effective date of this act.". . 

· The committee amendment was agreed to. . . . 
The bill was . ordered . to . be· engrossed 

and read a third time, was read the third 
time and passed. 

. The ·title was amended to .read: "A 
bill to authorize the National Inventors 
-Coµncil to make awards for · inventive 
contributions relating . to the national 
defense." · 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. . . . · 

RELEASING RESTRICTIONS ONCER
TAIN REAL PROPERTY GRANTED 
TO CHARLESTON, -S. c. ' 

. The Clerk called the bill <H:· R':· 2430) 
to release certain restrictions 'on certafo 
real property heretofore granted to the 
city of Charleston, S. C., by the United 
States of America. · · " 

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. :Mr. 
.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
this bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The ·SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of ttie gentleman from 
Wisconsin? · 

There · was no. objection. 

AMENDING SECTION .73 (1) OF THE 
HAWAIIAN ORGANIC ACT . 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6808) 
to, am~Iid section 73 (1) of the Hawaiian 
Organic Act. · · · 
. There being no objectlon, the .. clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be· it enacted, etc., That ~he portion of 
the first proviso of section 73 ( 1 )' of the 
Hawaiian Organic Act which reada "That the 

commissioner shall, with the approval of 
said board, sell to any ·citizen of the United 
States, or to any person ·who has legally 
declared his intention to become a citizen, 
for residence purposes lots and tracts, not 
exceeding 3 acres in area;" is hereby amend
ed to read as follows: "That the commis
sioner shall, with the approval of said board, 
sell to any citl2en of the United States, or 
to any person who has legally declared his 
intention to become a citizen, for residence 
purposes lots and tr~cts, not exceeding 3 
acres in area; but any lot not sold after 
public auction, or sold and forfeited, or any 
lot or part thereof surrendered with the con
sent of the commissioner, which is author
ized, may be disposed of upon application 
at no less than the advertised price without 
further public notice or auction but after a 
6 months' period following the auction, only 
upon reappraisal and at the price of the 
reappraised value, if it be greater than the 
original price at the auction; 

SEC. 2. This act shall - take effect on and 
after the date of its approval. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 2, line 2, strike . the words "and 
tracts." 

Page 2, strike all o! lines 5 to 10 inclusive 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"consent of the commissioner, wl1lch consent 
is authorized, may upon ai>plication be sold 
without further public notice or auction 
within the period of 2 years immediately 
subsequent to the day of the public auction, 
at the advertised price if· the sale ls within 
the period of 6 months immediately subse
quent to the day of the public auction, and 
at the advertised price or the price fixed by 
a reappraisal of the land, whichever is 
greater, if the sale ls within the period sub
sequent to the said 6 months but prior to 
th~ expiratlo_n of the si+id .2 Y4:a-rs." . · 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table . 

AMENDING. ):'HE:-,JIATCH . ACT 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 3084) 

to amend certain provisions of the laws 
relating- to the prevention of political 
activities to make them'. inapplicable to 
.State omc;ers and employees . . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the pres~nt consideration of the bill? 
. Mr. ROOSEVELT . . Mr. Speaker, re
serving the right to object, may I ask the 
chairman o! the committee to explain 
this··bm. · · -- . 
.. Mr. BEAMER. . ·Mr. Speaker, if the 
J:entlemaii will ~ Yield. · This bill would 
exempt only State. employees from the 
provisions of the Hatch Act. 

Mr. McCORMACK.-· Mr. Speaker, will 
the ·gentleman yield? · · 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I yield. 
Mr. McCORMACK. This refers · to 

State employees part of whose salary is 
paid by the Federal Government. 

Mr. BEAMER. r That .is·· correct. · 
., ;·Mr. McCORMACK. ·In fact, we ought 
to go much further than that. · · · 

Mr. BEAMER. i think the ttlajority 
"leader is correct. · ··· · ·· · · · · " · · · " 

' Mr:·vANlK:· Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. BEAMER. . Mr, Speaker, if the 

gentl~man wiJl reserve his reservation 
Jor just .. a moment-- -· 
· . Mr. V.ANIK. · ;I reserve my· right to 
object, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. BEAMER. Mr. Speaker, I would 

like to explain this very nonpartisan bill. 
We have letters from 47 of the 48 at
torneys general and most of the gov
e·rnors ln the United States endorsing 
this bill. Teachers and various other 
groups are exempted, and this merely 
extends- that particular.· exemption to 
certain other State employees. . 

Mr. V ANIK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman name some of the employees 
who would be exempted by this proposed 
legislation? 

Mr .. BEAMER. Any state employee; 
in forestry, agriculture, highways. The 
teachers .are already . exempt under the 
previous act. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, may I 
ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BEAMER] if ·1t is not also true that the 
Civil Service Commission and the De
partment of Justice have endorsed this 
proposed legislation? 

Mr. BEAMER. The report of the com
mittee indicates that the Civil Service 
Commission unanimously has recom
mended it; as has the Department of 
Justice. And, as I have already said, we 
h~ve had a request for this from prac
tically all of the governors and 47 of 
the 48 attorneys general. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. VANIK. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

AMENDMENTS TO PUBLIC LAWS 815 
AND 874, 81ST CONGRESS 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 7245 > 
to amend l>ublfo Thws 815 and 874; arst 
Congress, which provide for assistance to 
local educational. agencies in areas. af
fected by Federal activities and for ·other 
purposes. - · 

·There being no op.jection, the Clerk 
read. the bill, as follows: · 

Be ,it enacted, etc . .;_ 

EXTENSION OF PUBLIC LA w 
0

8 7 4 

SECTION 1. The first sentence of section 2 
(a) o! ,the act of September 30, 1950 (Public 
Law 874, . 81st Cong.), · as amended, ls 
amended, by ·striking out "5 succeeding fiscal 
years" . and lnser.ting "6 succeeding fiscal 
years." . s~ctions 3 (a). 3 (c), 4 (a), and s 
( d) of such act are ·amended by striking out 
"1956" wherever appearing therein and in
serting "1957." . Section 3 (c) · (2) (D) of 
such act is amended by inserting after 11 July 

. 1, 1955," the following: "and the succeeding 
fiscal year,". Section . 10 (a) o! such act is 
amended .by striking out "or the succeeding 
fiscal year" in the first sentence and inserting 
'.'or either of the 2 succeeding fiscal years," 
and by striking out the second sentence and 
inserting the following: "Notice of such an 
election shall be filed with the Secretary 
of the Interior and with the Commissioner of 
Education before -Ianuary 1 of the calendar 
year in which, the fiscal year in question 
begins/'. . . · ,·· · . .. 

POS'n'ONE~ENT OF :., PERCENT "ABSORPTION" 
REQUIRE·MENT UNDER PUBLIC LAW 874 

SEC. 2. The S:Ct of August 31, l954 (Public 
Law 732, 83d Cong.), is amended .by insert
~.ng after "June 30, 1955," the following: 
and the succeeding fiscal year." . . , . 

TRANSFER OF TEMPORARY SCHOOL J'ACILITIES 
MADE AVAILABLE UNDER PU!ILIC LAW 815 

SEc. 3. ~ctfons 203 and 309 of . the act of 
September 23, 1950 (Public 'La.w 815, 8lst 
Cong.), as amended, are each amended by 
inserting at ·the end thereof the following 
new sentence: "The Commissioner may 

transfer t,o such agency or. its successor all 
t.he right, title, and interest of the United 
States _in and . to any tempo~ary fac111ties 
made available to such agency under this 
section; any such transfer shall be without 
charge, btit may be made on such other 
te!ms and conditions, and at such time; as 
the Commissioner deems appropriate to 
carry out the ptirposes of this title." The 
amendments made by this section shall ap
ply to any facility niade available to a local 
educational agency either before or after 
the ena:_ctment of this act. 
DATE FOR DETERMINING "UNHOUSED" CHILDREN 

SEC. 4. (a) Section 304 of such act is 
amended, effective December 1, 1954, by 
striking out "the number of children who 
will otherwise be without such facilities 
shall be determined by reference to those 
facilities which (A) are built or under con
tract as of the date set by the Commissioner 
under section 303 for filing applications for 
payments from the .funds out of which such 
Federal share ls to be paid" and inserting 
the following: "the number of children who 
will otherwise be without such facilities 
shall be determin~d by reference to those 
facilities which (A) -are built or under con
tract as of the earliest date set by the Com
missioner under section 303, on or before 
which the application. for such project is · 
filed." 

(b) Such section is further amended by 
inserting "(a)" after "SEC. 304." a:hd by add
ing at the end of section the following new 
subsection: . _ 

"(b) (1) Where a local educational age.ncy 
filed an application for payments under this 
title on or before November 24, 1953, and 
after that date entered into any construc
tion contract which had the effect of dimin
ishing or eliminating payments to such 
agency on the basis of the application, the 
Commissioner shall pay to such agency, out 
of funds appropriated pursuant to this 'sub
section, an amount equal to the difference 

-between the amount, if any, reserved .on the 
basis of the - application and the amount 
.which would have been reserved ori the ba.Sis 
of the application out of funds appropriated 
by the Suppleip.~n~al Appropriation · ·Act, 
1954, if such funds had been sufficient to 
permit payments without establishh:~g pri-
orities under section 303. . 

"(2) Payments under this subsection sh~ll 
be made upon request of the local education
al agency involved, filed with the Commis
sioner within 90 days after the date on which 
funds are appropriated to make such pay
ments. Except as provided in paragraph · ( 3) , 
such payments shall be made in a lump sum, 
and shall be mJtde upon condit-ion that the 
funds p,aid shall be used solely to finance 
the construction of school facUities. !or such 
agency (including the payment of obligations 
incurred with respect to school facilities con-
21tructed before the enactment 'of this sub-
section). · 

"(3) If, as of the date on whlCh funds are 
appropriated to make payments under this 
subsec~ion, ,any. agency. to which thts subsec
tion applies has not provided minimum 
school facll~ties (determined by reference to 
those facilities which, a,s of such date, are 
built or under contract, or are included. in a 
project the application for which has been 

·approved under this title) for the estlm.ated 
number of children who will be in the mem
bership of its schools at· the close of the regu
lar school year 1955-1956, its request shall set 
forth one or more projects !or the .construc
'tlon o! minimum school fac111t1es for such 
children, and with respect to such projects 
shall meet the requirements o! section 205 
(b) (1). If, and only if, the projects included 
in its request and approved for payment will 
provide minimum school :facilities for the 
number of children for whom such facilities 
have not been provided, as determined under 
the preceding sentence, the balance, if .any, 
of the amount payable to such. agen~y UI?-der 

this subseqtion shall be paid to it in accord
ance with paragraph: (2) . · Upon approval of 
the request, payments with respect to each 
project included in the request shall be made 
under section 307 , as if an application for 
such proj~ct had been approved under sec
tion 306." 
ASSISTANCE UNDER PUBLIC LAW 815 FOR CHIL• 

DREN RESIDING ON INDIAN LAND OUTSIDE 
SCHOOL DISTRICTS 
SEC. 5. (a) Paragraph 1 o! section 401 (a) 

of such Act is amended by inserting before 
the semicolon the following: "or that the 
total number ·of such children who reside on 
Indian lands located outside the school dis
trict of such agency equals or exceeds 100 .. " 

(b) Such section 401 (a) is further amend
ed by adding at the e:nd thereof the follow
ing: 11 Assistance may be furnished under 
this subsection without regard to paragraph 
(2) (but subject to the other provisions of 
this subsection and subsection (c)) to any 
local educational agency which provides free 
public education for children who reside on 
Indian lands located outside its school dis
trict. For purposes of this subsection 'Indian 
lands' means Indian reservations or other 
real property referred to in the third sentence 
of section 210 (1) .". . . 

( c) Section 401 (b) of such act is amended 
( 1) by striking out "the succeeding fiscal 
year" and inserting in .lieu thereof "the 2 
succeeding fiscal years'', and (2) py striking 
out "June 30,· 1955" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "June 30, 1956". . .. 
PAYMENTS UNDER PUBLIC LAW 81S TO DISTRICTS 

UNABLE TO. FINANCE NONFEDERAL SHARE OF 
PROJECTS 
SEc. 7. Section 308 of such act is amended 

by inserting "(a)" after "SEc. 30~." and by 
adding at the end of the section the follow-
ing new subsection; · 

"(b) Where a local educational agency 
.filed an application for payments l,\nder this 

. section before June 30. 1954, and such agency 
met all the requirements . established for 

. approval of such application except the 20 
percent requirement as to children 
countable for paymei:its under this title (45 

· C. F. R ... 1954 Supp., 107.8 (b) '(2)), and the 
. number Of Children countable f9r the pur

poses of such requirement was equal to t'o 
· percent ' or more of the . average daily 
membership o! such ,agency !or the school 
year 1953..,.54, the Commissioner shall pay 
to such agency, out of funds appropriated 
pursuant to this subsection, an amount equal 
-to the amount , which would have been re
served on th.e basis . of such application if 
such requirement had been met. Payments 
under this subsection shall be made upon 
app~ication by the local educ!l-tional agency 
involved, filed with the Commissioner on or 
before November l, 1955, which ' shall set forth 
one or more projects !or the construction of 
minimum school fac1lities !or such agency, 
and shall meet the requirements o! section 
205 ('b.) (1) 'With respect to such projects. 
p-pon approval of an application under, this 
subsection~ payments -with respect · to each 
project included in the application shall be 
made un_der section 307 as ·if· an application 
for such project had been appro,ved under 
section 306~" 

With the following committee amend-
ments: · 

Page 2, after line 10, insert the foliowing 
new ,section: · · 
"PAYMENTS UNDER PUBLIC LAW B74 roR cuit

RENT INCREASES IN . FEDERALL y CONNECTED 
CHILDREN. . 
"SEC. 2. Section 4 (a) ( 1) of . such act ls 

amended by striking out 'at l~ast 5 percent 
of the number . of, all children in average 
.daily attendance at the schools o! such 
agency during the preceding ftscal year' and 
.Jnserting 'at least . 5 p~rcent of the differ
ence between ~~~ nu~ber of, ch~ldren . Jn 
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average daily attendance at . the schools Of 
such agency during . the preceding fiscal year 
and the number of such children whose at• 
tendance during such . year resulted fro'm 
activities of the United States (including 
children who resided on Federal property or 
with a parent employed on Federal prop· 
erty) '." And renumber the succeeding · sec
tions accordingly. 

Page 3, line 9, strike "children who will 
otherwise be without such facilities" and 
insert "such children who will otherwise be 
without such facilities at such time." 

Page 3, line 15, strike "children who will 
otherwise be without such facilities" and in
sert "such children who will otherwise be 
without such facilities at such time." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-· 
sider was laid on the table. 

CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LAND TO 
SIOUX FALLS, S. DAK. 

County Commissioners of Lee County, 
Fla. . 

There ·. being · no objection, ·the Cle:rk 
read the bill, as follows.: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Administra
tor of General Services ls authorized and di-· 
rected to convey to the Board of County 
Commissioners of Lee County, Fla., all o{the 
right, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to a tract of land in Government lot 
No. 2, in iiection 9, township 46 south, range 
23 east, in Lee County, Fla .. more particularly 
described as ·rollows: 

Being a strip of land 350 feet in width, ly
ing at the extreme northward part of the 
aforesaic\ Government lot No. 2 and extend
ing eastwardly and westwardly between par
allel lines entirely ai;:ross said Government 
lot No. 2, from the waters of Caloosahatchee 
River on the westward side of said Govern
ment lot No. 2 to an unnamed bay on the 
east.ward side thereof. The northward 
boundary line of said strip of land ls also the 
northward boundary of the aforesaid Govern
ment lot No. 2. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, .was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was -laid on the table. The Clerk called the bill <S. 2277) au

thoriZing the Administrator of General 
Services to convey certain land to the 
city of -Sioux Falls, S. Dak., for park and CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LAND 
recreational purpo~es, for an amount TO CITY OF MILWAUKEE. WIS. 
equal to the cost to the United States of The· Clerk -called the bill (H. R. 6857) 
acquiring such .lands from the ci~y. to authorize the Administrator of · the 

There being no objection, the Clerk General Services Administration to con-
read the bill, as follows: vey certain land to the city of Milwaukee, 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Administrator Wis. 
of General Services is authorized and di- The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
rected to convey by quitclaim deed to the the present consideration of the bill? 
city of Sioux Falls. s. Dak., all right, title, Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin. Reserv'
and interest, except mineral rights (inclucf- ing the right to object, Mr. Speaker, it 
1ng oil .and gas),. of the United States in 
and to the following-described land located ' is my understanding that this is con-
in Minnehaha county, ·S. Dak., consisting veyed without consideration, but the Sit
o! apprqximately 20 acres: The ea:st half uation,is such that on -this property there 
of the southeast quarter of the Mutheast are some tumble.;.down building belong
quarter of section 19 in township 101, range ing to the Government which have to be 
49 west, fifth principal meridian. As con- removed. The cost to the Government of 
sideration for such conveyance the city of removing them would be such that it is 
Sioux Falls, S. · Dak., shall pay an amount, 
determined by the Administrator of -General to the Government's advantage to con-
Serv1ces, equa_l to the cost to the United vey to· the city of Milwaukee and have 
States of acquiring such land from the city the city · bear that expenditure. That is 
of Sioux Falls, s. Dak. the reason there is no · objection made to 

s:Ec. 2. The conveyance authorized ·by this the fact there is no compensation being 
act shall contain the express provlsions that paid. 
the land conveyed shall be used !.or park Mr. :McCORMACK. Reserving the 
and recreational purposes in a manner which, right to object, Mr. Speaker, the gentle
tn the judgment Of the Administrator of 
veterans• Affairs or · his designate, will not man from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN], I 
interfere with the care and treatment of pa- understand, intends to ofier an amend
tients in the Veterans' Administration hos- ment. Will the gentleman advise us 
pita!, Sioux l"alls, s. Dak., and that, in the what the-amendment is? 
event the land conveyed ceases to be so used, Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Yes. 
all right, title, and interest therein ~hall Will the Clerk read it? . 
immediately revert to and· revest in the The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re-
united States. In the event of a reversion 
of such land to the United States, the fair port the amendment for information. 
market rental value of such land for the The Clerk read as follows: 
period it is held by the city of Sioux Fans, Amendment offered by Mr. HOFFMAN of 
S. Dak., shall be .deducted from the purcnase Michigan: Strike out the period in line 2, 
price paid by such city and .the balance, if page 2, and insert a colon and the following: 
any, shall be repaid to such city. "Provided further, That . such conveyance 

heretofore referred to shall not be executed 
The bill was ordered to be read a third and delivered until the city of Milwaukee, 

time, was read the third time, and passed, through its proper legislative authority, de
and a motion to reconsider was laid on clare that it will provide opportunity for 
the table. - water transportation from other ·ports in the 

United States and from foreign countries to 

CONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LAND TO 
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSION-

, ERS OF LEE COUNTY, FLA. . 
The, Clerk called the bill <H. R . . 7156) 

to provide for'the conveyance or certain 
land of-the United States to the Board of 

enter, to discharge cargo, and take on cargo 
and depart from the harbor at Milwauke<;." 

The SPEAKER, That is the ·'amen'.d
ement the gentleman intends t ,o offer if 
consent ls granted to consider the bill. 

Is there objection to the present con
. sidera.tlon of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, ~s follows: 

· Be it enacted, etc., That the Admihlstrator 
of the General Services Administration is 
authorized and directed to convey by quit
c.lalpi deed a . parcel· of land containing ap
prcixinia tely ' forty one-hundredths _ acre, 
which has been declared: surplus by the 
United States ~oast "Guard, to ·t~e: city of 
Milwaukee, a . municipal subdivision of the 
State· of Wisconsin: Provided, That the city 
of Milwaukee remove and dispose· of the 
buildings located on the said parceJ of lan<J. 
without cost to the United States Govern
ment. 

SEC. 2. The legal description of the land to 
be conveyed. 'Under th~s act is as follows: 

(1) Beginning at United States Govern
ment mohument number 307 on the north 
pier of the harbor entrance; running thence 
easterly along the extension of a line pass
ing through United States Government 
monuments 305 and .307 on said north pier 
12.00 feet to ·a point; ' thence north 2 degrees 
43 minutes 21 seconds west 115.00 feet to a 
point; th.ence sputh 87' degi:ees 16 minutes 
39 seconds west 110.00 feet to a point; thence 
south 2 degrees 43 minutes -21 seconds east 
115.00 feet to · a point on the line passing 
through the Unite~ Sta.tes Government 
monuments numbers 305 and 307; thence 
north 87 degrees 16 minutes 39 seconds east 
along said line between monuments 98.00 
feet, ~o the point ·or beginning, being a 
parcel of land in the north half fractional 
section- 33, township 7 n<;>rth, r~mge 22. east, 
in the · third ward of the city of Milwaukee, 
anii ·containing about 0.29 of an acre; anq 

(2) Beginning at a point on the line pass
ing through the United States Governme!:ft 
monuments numbers 305 and 307 and dis
tant 98.00 feet westerly from United States 
Government monument numbered 307; 
thence north 2 degrees 43 minutes -21' sec
onds· west· 32.70 feet to a ·point; thence south 
87 degrees 16 mlriutes 39 seconds west 150.02 
feet to a point; thence soutii ,oo degrees. 45 
minutes_! second _east 32.72 feet to a point 
on the line passing through the United 
States Government· monuments numbers 305 

-and 307; thence easterly along said line 151.11 
feet to the point nf beginning, being a parcel 
of . land in the north · half fractional section 
33, township '1 nort}l, range 22 east, in t;he 
third ward of the city . of Milwaukee, and 
containing about O.U of an acre. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I off er an amendment. 

. The Clerk read as follows: · 
Amendment otrered by. Mr.- HOFFMAN of 

· Michigan: Strike out the period in line 2, 
page 2, and insert a colon ·and the following: 
"Provided further, That such conveyance 
heretofore referred to shall not be"executed 
and delivered until the city of Milwaukee, 
through its proper legislative authority, de
clare that it will provide opportunity for 
water transportation from other · ports ih 
the United States and from foreign coun
tries to · enter, to discharge cargo, and take 
on cargo and depart from the harbor at 
Milwaukee." 

The SPEAKER. Th'e gentleman from 
Michigan is recognized for 5 minutes in 
support of his amendment. 

Mr. REUSS. · Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of . order that . the amendment is 
not germane. · · 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. · It cer-
tainly is. · . 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that the gentleman from 
Michigan was recognized before the 
point of order was raised. 

The SPEAKER. · The gentleman had 
not begun his remarks.-
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Will the gentleman from . Wisconsin 

withhold his point of order so the gen
tleman from Michigan may explain the 
amendment? . . 

Mr. REUSS. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Explain 

the amendment or the point of order? 
Am I recognized on· the point of order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin has reserved the point of or
der. The Chair imagines the House 
would like the gentleman to explain his 
amendment. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, the amendment is very simple. 
It is offered in support of om• present 
foreign policy as well as to protect civil 
rights. 

As you may know, I have not been so 
enthusiastically in support of our for
eign policy' as advocated by our former 
Secretary of State, our present Secre-

. tary_of State, as some others. 
Mr. McCORMACK . . Mr. Speaker, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I yield 

to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. McCORMACK. That includes 

the present administration, I assume? 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Insofar 

as the present administration and the 
Secretary of State follow Dean Acheson 
in giving away certain of our liberties, 
surrendering our national independence, 
if it shquld be the policy, my answer 
would be "Yes." 

Now if I may get back to the explana
tion which the Speaker so kindly 
thought I -should make to the Members. 
Inasmuch as we have spent billions upon 
billions of dollars in trying to win the 
friendship of · other nations and other 
places, it seems to me that recent ac
tivities in connection with the port of 
Milwaukee should have some publicity, 
and that the port of Milwaukee shculd be 
open, not closed to our friends and al
lies abroad as well as to our own peo
ple. from other States. 

On April 14, 1954, the Kohler Co., near 
Sheboygan was struck by the UAW-CIO. 
That is Waiter Reuther's outfit-the 
same Reuther who with tongue in check, 
not so long ago announced that he was a 
friend of the farmer. His principal lieu
tenant, the secretary-treasurer of that 
organization, Emil Mazey, who has been 
a professional organizer since 1933, has 
been over in Sheboygan ~irecting th~ 
activities of the strikers under the 
supervision of Mr. Reuther. There have 
been some 500. instances of violation of 
the law. Mazey, as far as I -know, al
though he has been involved in many 
and many a scene of violence and riot• 
ing, was convicted over there for the 
first time, something new, something 
amazing; something startling in labor 
circles-for seldom are the "brains" 
prosecuted or convicted. Usually it is 
just the poor misinformed, misguided 
picket-or innocent bystander who is 
nabbed and -hauled off to jail. Then 
what happened? The plant continued 
operations and at a proftt--and with 
local workers-and in spite of the failure 
of a mayor and a governor to protect the 
civil rights of the people of the city and 
State the pickets did not close the plant 
because they were not able to. 

Then, just recently, 2 ships from The SPEAKER. The Chair recog-
abroad came over the Atlantic from our nizes the gentleman from Wisconsin 
friends in Norway loaded with clay, [Mr. REussJ. · · · 
which is absolutely necessary if the fac- Mr. REUSS.· Mr. Speaker, I renew 
tory is to continue operations. They the point of order on the ground that 
came over and 1 of them attempted to the . amendment is not germane. 
dock in Sheboygan, which is the lake The SPEAKER. The amendment 
port for the plant. It could not dis- does apply to a different subject .matter 
charge the cargo because of the picket altogether and, therefore, the point of 
line and because the Socialist mayor order is sustained. 
would not give the people, who wanted Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Then, 
to unload the ship, protection. Nor Mr.- Speaker, I object to the bill. 
would the governor · protect his own The SPEAKER . . The gentleman's ob-
pegple while unloading. So that ship jection comes too fate. 
sailed away and it went to Milwaukee to Mr. HOFFMAN ·of Michigan. How is 
the harbor where this land, which is "that, Mr. Speaker? , 
owned by the United States, is located, The SPEAKER. Because unanimous 
and which is proposed to be given to the consent has already been obtained .for 
city Of Milwaukee. What I am trying to the present consideration Of the bill. 
do by this amendment is to make sure Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. · Theri I 
that the United States Government by will move to strike out the enacting 
making this gift to the city of Milwaukee, clause. · -
and putting this United States property The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
under the control of the city of Mil- Michigan may offer such a motion. · 
waukee, must not by implication, lend Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr'. 
support to this affront to Norway. Whel,'e Speaker, I offer a preferential motion. 
is the State Department? What has it The Clerk read as follows: 
done to remedy this insult, this affront Mr. HoFFMAN of .Michigan moves that the 
to Norway? Committee do now rise and report the b1ll 

After the ship could not unload in Mil- back to the House with the recommenda~ 
waukee, it went to Montreal. There it tion that the enacting clause be .stricken out. 
was unloaded . . Then the cargo was put Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
on freight cars and the railroad com- Speaker, I assure you that if I had known 
pany attempted. to send the clay down a point of order would be made, I would 
through the western side of Michigan have objected to · consideration of the · 
via the Northwestern Railway. That is bill. The bill provides that the ·United 
where I became interested. The union states convey a small piece . of land 
in Muskegon, still under the direction of which is adjacent 'to the harbor in Mil
Walter Reuther, a great patri?t--or is waukee. The amendment provides that 
he_?-attempted to prevent thos~ cars. title shall not pass until · city . authori
gomg through M1;15k.egon on the railroad,_,.. ties open the harbor to domestic and 
the Pennsylvarua .system, .on do~n foreign commerce. An amendment is 
thorugh the Fourt~ Congressional Dis- germane when it is akin to or relevant 
trict. Well, they did not succeed. They to the subject matter of the bill
finally moved the cars over to Shebo~g~n. Speaker Carlisle, March 17, 1880, 
~~ope the gentleman frQm Texas, sittmg cannon's Procedure, pages 196-201" 
m the front row ~ere [~r. PATl\{ANl-I With as much reason might it be said 
hoI?e yo~. are .gettm~ this now-~ecause that an amendment that the city should 
while thlS has nothm~ to do with the not take title until it paid the purchase 
Federal. Reserve System, it does have price was not germane. But I will try 
som~thmg to do with our interstate and to get my point across. When the cars 
foreign. commerce and the Federal Re- to which reference has been made got 
serv~ will not be any g?o~ unless w_e can back in Sheboygan, the pickets went out 
contmue to carry on this mtra and mter- on the· city streets where the rails crossed 
state commerce not only.in this .country the street and stopped the cars from 
between the States but with foreign gov- g-Oing to the plant. Mind you, this was 
ernments. The car~ got over again ·to the cargo that came from Norway
Sheboy~an and agam the mayor failed think of it .from our friends our in
.to pro.tect the railroad company in its ternational ~friends, our allie~. if you 
effort to make delivery. · please. A fine way to create and hold 

But more about Reuther, his lawless- good will, friendship . . Milwaukee would 
ness, and the h.arm he ~oes the country, not let a ship from our friends discharge 
next week. · · . ~ . . cargo of dirt-clay here in an American 

The SPEAKER. The time of the port. A fine way to promote foreign 
gentleman has expired. , . trade. Perhaps if the clay had been un-

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. loaded· a· cargo of dairy products might 
Speaker, I have a motion to strike out have been sold by Wisconsin farmers
the enacting ·clause. I thought I had or a shipload of Miiwaukee beer. Now 
the t~me_ to explain my amendment. if they sent those ships over to Grand 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was Rapids where my colleague from the 
recognized for 5 minutes in support of Fifth District CMr. FoRnl lives, or to the 
his amendment. port of Holland, or Ottawa, or over in 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I know, my district, they would get it unloaded 
but I did not know there was that limi· because over there we enforce the law, 
tation of time. and 1f they sent it down to St. Joe or 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of Benton Harbor, they would get it un-
the House, 5 minutes is the regular time. loaded. When s-Omeone said to me: 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Well, "Well, the.factory is not.there," my reply 
Mr. Speaker,.! will not trespass on the was, "They can move their factory, and 
time of the House. · we will give them protection from these 
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goon squads whether-it ls Walter. Reu
ther; Mazey, or· some Communist who 
directs the goon activities under the 
·advice to the international omcers.'! 
; Just recently due to 'the pub1icity whlch 
was given to this situation by the Chicago 
Tribune and t:tle Milwaukee Journal, ju~t 
recently, the Governor, whose name hap
pens to be Kohler, but who has no finan
cial i:Q.terestJ:Q. the .Kohler firm, just re
cently he has said that if necessary h~ 
will call out the State troops to protect 
citizens and their property. 

Now, it is a strange situation, is ' it not", 
when we have to call out State troops 
to promote international good will? . But 
think, now, thiiik of the situation where 
we not only with our billions of dollars 
but the services of our soldiers are trying 
to show to the other people of the world, 
trying to demonstrate to· them our · free.: 
dom and convince them we want them 
to be free; yet in Wisconsfo they cannot 
unload their own cargoes, that our citi
zens are not free to . pandle the mer
chandise they send across the sea. What 
kind of capital do you suppose the Rus
sians and the Communists will make out 
of that situation? Cite that situation as 
the lack of freedom here? Russia seeks 
foreign trade-we reject it-at the order 
of a union boss. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I yield. 
Mr. LAIRD. The trouble we are hav

ing in Wisctmsin has been stimulated 
from your State. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. The 
gentleman is right about that, Walter 
Reuther and Emil Mazey arid our Gov
ernor, Mennen Williams, a Democratic 
Governor, who has refused the extradi
tion of :one of those goons, stands back 
of the Wisconsin goon squads. · 
: Mr. LAIRD. ·our Governor~ lias shown 
very strong leadership in the past 2 
weeks. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Just 
. lately h,e has seen the handwriting on 
.the .wall; but .our Democrat . Goveq1or, 
Mer..nen Williams, will not honor the re
quest for the extradition of one of ·those 
goons whom he is harboring in Michigan, 
the city of refuge, not in the Fourth Dis~ 
trict, but over on the east side, which is 
·the city of refuge for goon squads and 
rackete'ers. . 

Mr. HINSHAW. The gentleman spoke 
·of the other world a moment ago. Is 
he speaking of one of these satellites 
'250 miles out of our orpit? · . 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. That is 
~a ne,w way to spend money. I liad not 
hea.rd of that _ until yesterday, But if 
_we follow our present" trend the goons, 
the racketeers, the extortionists -Of labor 
will control whatever situation may arise. 
. The SPEAKER. 'The question is ' on 
.the motion offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan · to strike out the enact-
ing clause. ' 

The motion was rejected. 
:_ The. SPEAKER. The question is:·· on 
the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. . 

The bill was ordered to , be engrossed 
:and read a third time, and was read the 
third time-. - -· 

The SPEAKER. The · question is on 
the passage of the bill. . 
. The bill was passed. 
· A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

~956 RICE ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS. 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 7367). 

to amend the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act of 1938, as amended. 
· The SPEAKER .. Is there objection 
to the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. : 
Mr. THOMPSON of Texas. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the amended Seriate bill (S. 2511) to · 
amend the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1938 as amended, be substituted for 
the House bill. 
· The Clerk read the title of the Sen~ 
ate bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to. 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? ' 

There was no objection. 
'I"he Clerk read the Senate bill, as 

follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 352 of ·the 

Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
Jtmended, is amended •by striking .out the 
period at the end of the first sentence 
thereof and inserting ": Provided, however, 
That for 1956 no national acreage allotment. 
shall be established which is less than 85 
percent of the final a.llotment established 
for the immed~ately prece~ing :year." . 

. The bill was' ordered to be .read-a third 
tim.e, was read the thirg time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider and a similar 
House bill lH. R. 7367) were laid on the' 
table. 

INSPECTION OF AGRICULTURAL 
COMMODITIES-PENALTY 

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1757) to 
.amend the act known as the Agricul
turaJ Marketing Act of 1946, approved 
August 14, 1946 . 
. There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 
: Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (h) of 
section 203 of the Agricultural Marketing Act. 
of 1946 (7 U.S. C. 1622 (h)) is hereby amend
¢d by adding at the end thereof the follow• 
ing new sentence: "Whoever shall violate 
any provision of ·any regula'tlon promulgated 
by the Secretary of Agriculture to govern the 
possession or use of certiftcates, memoranda.; 
marks, or other identifications with respect 
t.o inspection", class, grade, quality, size, quan
tity, or CpJ.ldition, or cl!!yices for making such 
niarks or identifications, issued, or author
ized under this ~ct, or falsely make, iSsue: 
alter, Iorge, or counterfeit any such certlft
cat(l, memorandum, mark, identification, or 
device; 'or knowingly cause or procure, cir aid, 
assist in, or be a party to, such vloiatlon, false 
inaklng, issuing, altering, forging, or coun• 
terfeiting, or whoever knowingly shall · pos
ses& without promptly notifying the .Secre
tary of Agriculture or · his representative, 
utter, publish, or use as true pr cause to. be 
uttered, published, or used· as true any such 
false, altered, forged, or counterfeited certifi
cate, memorandum. mark, "identUlcation, or 
device, or in any manner make any false or 
deceptive representation in connection with 
any United Stat~s standard or .inspection, 
grading, or cer-tiftcatiop. aex:Yice 1ssued Qr au.:. 
thorize<t urider thls · act . shau·· be. ftned not 
'more' .. than $1,000 ~ or- imprisoned ncit more 
.than 1 year, or both. 

. SEC. 2. The farm produce inspection.clause 
contained in various appropriation ·acts (7· 
U. S. C. 414) and . the- ~econd, third, and 
fourth sentences of section 1 of the Produce 
Agency ,Act of Mat;ch. 3, l..927 (7 U. S. C. 492) 
f!IC hereby repealed. · 

·_ With ·the following. commit.tee amend-· 
ment: · 
r Beginning oh page . 1, . line 6, after the 
colon, strike out the remainder of section 1 
and insert the following.: "Whoever know
~ngly shall fal~ely make, issue, alter, forge ,. 
or countetfeit any officral c~rtificate, memo
randum, mark, .or other identification, or de
v~ce for making such mark or identification, 
with respect to inspection, class, grade, qual-· 
ity, size", quantity, or cohdltion, issued or 
authorized under this section, or knowingly 
cause· or procure, Or aid, assist in, or be a 
party to, such false making, issuing, altering; 
~orging, or counterfeiting, or whoever know-. 
tngly shall pozsess without promptly notify
ing the Secretary of Agriculture or his repre
sentative, utter, publish, or use as true, or 
cause to be uttered, published, or used as 
true, any. such falsely made, altered, forged, 
or counterfeited official certificate, memo
~andum, ~ark; identification, or device, or 
whoever knowingly represents that an· agri-. 
cultural product has been officially inspected 
9r graded .(by an authorized .inspector or 
grader) under the authority of this section 
when such commodity has in In fact not 
been so graded or inspected shall be fined 
!lOt more than $1 ,00<~ or _impr-isoned not 
~ore tha~} year, or both." 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. · 

The bill was ordered ·to -be read a: 
third time, was read .the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was' 
laid on the table. 

CONVEYANCE TO · LAKE COUNTY, 
- CALIF., OF LOWER LAKE RANCH
. ERIA · , · 
· The Clerk called-the bill <H. R. 585) 
to authorize the sonveyance to. Lake 
9ounty, Calif., of. the Lower Lake 
Ranclier1a. · ) .. · · · 
. Tnere being nQ · objectH:m; the Clerk 
read the bill, as foJiows.: . 
· Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of. 
the Interior is authorized to sell to the 
county of .Lake, Callf., for the purpose oi 
establishing an airport; all right, title, and· 
interest of the United States in and to: 
real property described as south half north~ 
east quarter, and lot 2, section 34, township 
13 n~rth, range 7 west, -Mount Diablo merid-· 
ia.n, containing 140.46 acres, known as the 
Lower Lake .Rancheria, ~xcept' for· a 41-acre. 
tract described in section 2. The deed shall 
be made from ·the Secretary of the Interior 
to the Lake County Board of Supervisors, 
and the purchase price shall be the :fair mar
ket value of such property: at the time of sale 
as determined by th'e ' Secretary of· the Jn_. 
terior. The p~rchase price shall be pl~ced 
in a special account in the Treasury known 
as the California Indians 4.percerit judgment 
!und. . . . · .. 
. S;ii:c. _2. ';['he Secretary of the Interior is au-' 
~horized and ,directed to i$sue a · patent 1n· 
fee or an unrestricted deed o'! conveyance to. 
Hany Johnson for the following-described 
land, to wit: Beginning at a point; on the east 
Jine of lot 2, ,of section 34, ~ownship 13 noi:th; 
range 7 west; Mount, Diablo base and . me· 
ridian; that ·is north 48 degrees 21 minute& 
~5.5 s~conds w.er;t, 2,561.46 feet· from the· 
southeast ~orne!' of section 34, said_townshtp 
and. range~ and from said'"polnt _o!·beginnlng 
running thence north .49 degrees 17 minute& 
30 seconds west, l,'714.BLfeet t9 a. point on 
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the west line of lot 2, of said section 34, that · 
ts north 48 degrees 19 minutes 42.2 seconds 
west, 5,141.47 feet from the southeast corner 
of said section 34; thence south, along the 
west line of lot 2 of said section 34 to the 
meander line of Clear Lake; thence 'south
easterly, along said meander line of Clear 
Lake, to the east line of lot 2, said section · 
34; and thence north, along the east line of 
lot 2, said section 34, to the point of begin
ning, containing 41 acres more or less. 

With the following committee amend· 
ments: 

Page 2, line 4, strike out the sentence: 

SEC. 2. The conveyance authorized by this 
act shall-

( a) exclude conveyance of any rights to oil, 
gas, or other mineral deposits ln the land 
conveyed, but the development of any such 
mineral deposits, which would in any man- , 
ner interfere with the use of such land as a 
State historic site, shall not be permitted so · 
long as such land is so used; and 

(b) be subject to the condition that in the 
event the land conveyed should cease to be 
used as a State historic site title to such 
land shall revert to the United States to be 
held in the same manner it was held prior 
to such conveyance. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider and a similar 
House bill CH. R. 7284) were laid on the 
table. 

"The purchase price shall be placed in a 
special account in the Treasury known as 
the California Indians 4 percent judgment 
fund" and insert in lieu thereof the sen
tence: "The proceeds of the sale shall be 
deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States to the credit of the Indians of Cali
fornia in their 4 percent judgment fund 
established under section 6 of the act of TRANSFER OF TITLE TO CERTAIN 
May 18, 1928 (ch. 623, 45 Stat. 601, 603)." LAND TO THE PUEBLO OF' SAN 

The committee amendments were LORENZO, NEW MEXICO 
agreed to. The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 6625) 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed to provide for the transfer of title to 
and read a third time, was read the third certain land and the improvements 
time, and passed. thereon to the Pueblo of San Lorenzo 

The title of the bill was amended to <Pueblo of Picuris), in New Mexico, a._nd 
read: , for other purposes. 

There being no· objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

A bill to authorize the conveyance to Lake 
County, Calif., of the Lower ' Lake Rancheria, 
and for other purposes. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

CONVEYANCE TO STATE OF NORTH 
DAKOTA SITE OF ORIGINAL SIT
TING BULL BURIAL 

The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 7284) 
to provide for the conveyance to the 
State of· North Dakota for use as a State 
historic site of the land where Chief 
Sitting Bull was originally buried. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there. objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. · 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that the bill CS. 535) to provide for the 
conveyance to the State of North Dakota, . 
for use as a State historic site, of the land 
where Chief Sitting Bull was -originally -
buried, may be sustituted in lieu of the 
House bill. · 

The Clerk read the ti,tl~ of . ttie Senate 
bill. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Colo
rado? 

There was rio objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as . 

follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Interior is authorized and directed to 
convey to the State of North Dakota for use 
as a State historic site all right, title, and 
interest, except as provided in section 2, of 
the United States and the Standing Rock 
Sioux Tribe of Indians to that parcel of land 
within the Standing Rock Reservation, N. · 
Oak., which is the site where Chief Sitting · 
Bull was originally buried and is more par
ticularly described as follows: The southeast 
quarter of the southeast quarter of the 
southwest quarter of the southeast quarter, . 
and the southwest quarter of the southwest . 
q,uarter of the . southeast .quarter of the . 
southeast quarter of section 12, township 
130 north, range 80 west, fifth principal mer- -
idian, consisting of 5 acres more or less. 

CI--781 

Be tt enacted, e'tc., That the Secretary of 
the Interior is authorized and directed to 
transfer by deed to the Pueblo of San Lorenzo , 
(Pueblo of Picuris), in New Mexico, title to 
certain tracts of land, together with th~ 
improvements thereon, situate, lying, and 
being within the Pueblo of Picuris Grant · 
heretofore confirmed to the said Pueblo of · 
Picuris by the act of December 22, 1858 ( 11 . 
stat. 374), and situate in section 30, town
ship 23 north, range 12 east, New Mexico . 
principal meridian, within the county of 
Taos and State of New Mexico, and more 
particularly described as follows: 

PARCEL NUMBERED 1 

. Beginning at the northwest corner of par
cel numbered 4, hereinbelow dei;;cribed, , 
which point is loca.ted north 23 degrees 30 , 
minutes east, 119.8 feet from a United States 
Land Ofilce stake marked No. 8, and north 
51 degrees 7 minutes east, 1,733.7 feet from 
the west quarter corner of section 30, town
ship 23 north, range 12 east, New Mexico 
principal meridian; thence north 22 degrees 
00 minutes east 32 feet to a stake; thence 
south 75 degrees 00 minutes east 186 feet 
to a stake; thence south 65 degrees 00 min- , 
utes east 42 feet; thence south 29 degrees 
00 minutes west 44 feet; thence north 67 
degrees 00 minutes west 218 feet to the 
point of beginning, containing 0.19 acre 
more or less. 

PARCEL NUMBERED 2 

Beginning at a point in the north line of 
parcel numbered 1 which also marks the 
southeast corner of parcel numbered 3 and 
is located north 55 degrees 15 minutes east, 
1,876.5 feet from the west quarter ·corner of 
section 30, township 23 north, range 12 east, 
New Mexico principal meridian; thence north 
24 degrees 00 minutes east 62 feet to a stake; 
thence north 77 degrees 00 minutes east 63 
feet to a stake; thence south 29 degrees 00 
minutes west 99.5 feet; thence north 65 · 
degrees 00 minutes west 42 feet to the point 
of beginning, containing 0.08 acre more or 
less. 

PARCEL NUMBERED 3 

· Beginning at the northwest corner of par
cel numbered 1 which point is located north 
22 degrees 00 minutes east 32 feet from the 
northwest corner of parcel numbered 4 and 
north 50 degrees 38 minutes east 1,762.1 

feet from the west quarter corner of section 
30, township 23 north, range 12 east, New 
Mexico principal meridian; thence north 22 
degrees 00 minutes east 157.8 feet; thence 
south 78 degrees 00 minutes east 255.5 feet; 
thence south 20 degrees 30 minutes west 
91.8 feet; thence south 77 degrees 00 min
utes west 63 feet to a stake; thence south 
24 degrees 00 minutes west 62 feet to a stake; 
thence north 75 degrees 00 minutes west 186 
feet to the point of beginning, containing 
0.87 acre more or less. 

PARCEL NUMBERED 4 

Beginning at the southwest corner whence 
the northwest corner of section 30, town
ship 23 north, range 12 east, New Mexico 
principal meridian, bears north 40 degrees 
11 minutes west 2,012 feet; thence south 69 
degrees 45 minutes east 228 feet to corner 
No. 2, which is the southeast corner; thence 
north 23 degrees 32 minutes east 120 feet to 
corner No. 3, which is the northeast corner; 
thence south 69 degrees 45 minutes west 228 
feet to corner No. 4; thence south 23 degrees 
32 minutes west 120 feet to corner No. l, the 
place of beginning, containing 0.63 acre. 

SEC. 2. Such deed shall vest in the said 
pueblo a title of the same nature and char
acter as that which the said pueblo had be
fore the United States acquired title to the 
premises and said land shall thereafter be 
subject to all the laws of the United States 
applicable to the lands of the said pueblo. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

AUTHORIZING SECRETARY OF THE 
INTERIOR TO EXECUTE A CER
TAIN CONTRACT WITH THE 
TOSTON ffiRIGATION DISTRICT 

· (MONTANA) 

The Clerk called House Joint Resolu
tfon 353 to authorize the Secretary of . 
the Interior to execute a certain con
tract with the Toston Irrigation District, . 
Montana. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to ' 
the present consideration of the joint 
resolution? . 

There was no objection. 
. Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that Senate Joint 
Resolution 82 be substituted in lieu of 
House Joint Resolution 353. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
joint resolution. 

- The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Colorado? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the Senate joint resolution, as · 
follows: 

Whereas there have been constructed cer-· 
tain irrigation distribution and pumping 
works for the Crow Creek pumping unit, 
Montana, as a part of the Missouri River 
Basin project (58 Stat. 887, 891); and 

Whereas said works were constructed, pur
suant to special provisions contained in the 
Interior Department Appropriation Acts, 
1949 and 1950, to furnish new lands with · 
irrigation water in substitution for irrigated 
lands in Broadwater County, Mont., inun
dated by the operation of the Canyon Ferry 
Reservoir at a maximum normal pool eleva
tion above 3,766 feet; and 

Whereas the Toston Irrigation District has 
b~n organized under the laws of the State 
of Montana for the purpose of eµtering into 
contractual arrangements with the United 
States; and 
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Whereas the said d~strict win probably be 

unable for some time to pay to the Vnited 
states more tban the cost of operating and 
maintaining said works, exclusive of charges 
for electrical pumping energy; and 

Whereas the Congress expects said district · 
to make every reasonable effort to expand its 
boundaries and otherwise to put itself in 
such financial shape that, upon the expira
tion of not more than 10 years, it can assume 
lts proper obligations under the Federal 
reclamation laws (Act of June 17, 1902, 32 
Stat. 388, and acts amendatory thereof or 
supplementary thereto): Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of tlie 
Interior · ls authorized to execute a contract 
with Toston Irrigation District whic)l pro
vides, among other things, that-

( a) the district will pay to the United · 
States each year the full cost to the Govern
ment of operating and maintaining the 
works of the Crow Creek pumping 1'.lnit dur
ing that year, exclusive of the cost of elec
trical pumping energy, said payment to be 
made, as far as-the cost can be forecast by 
the Secretary or his duly authorized dele
gate, in advance and in not more than two 
installments; 

(b) the United States will deliver to the 
district, as far as conditions permit, \Vater 
in sufficient quantity to furnish two acre
feet per irrigated acre, measured a:t the farm 
turnouts, for use on the irrigable lands of the 
district; 

( c) the district will, in addition to the 
amounts specified under (a) above, pay to the 
United States such sums as may be required 
to cover the cost, including the cost of elec
trical pumping energy, of furnishing more 
than two acre-feet per irrigated acre as here
inbefore provided; 

( d) the district acknowledges and will 
cause each landowner to whom water is de
livered to acknowledge that the contract 
confers upon it and them no right to the 
continued operation an·d maintenance of said 
works beyond the period during which it is 
in force unless, prior to the expiration 
thereof, the district shall have entered into 
a long-term contract conforming to the pro
visions of the Federal reclamation laws and 
that no permanent right to the use of water 
arises, attach~ to their lands, or is claimed 
to arise or attach to their lands by virtue 
of the delivery of water through said works 
or the application to their lands of such 
water; 

( e) the district wm comply fully with all 
provisions of the Federal reclamation laws 
which are not inconsistent with this act and 
the contract executed pursuant to the au
thority contained herein; and 

(f) the contract shall, subject to the dis
trict's compliance with .all of its terms and 
conditions, continue in force until Decem
ber 31, 1955, and shall be renewed auto
matically for each of the nine succeeding 
calendar years unless either of 'the parties 
shall, on or before November 1 of any year, 
serve written notice of its intention that 
the contract shall not be renewed. 

The Senate joint resolution was or
dered to be read a third time, was read 
the third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 

A similar House resolution <H. J. Res. 
353) was laid on the table. 

ENTRY AND LOCATION, ON DISCOV
ERY OF A VALUABLE SOURCE MA
TERIAL, UPON PUBLIC LANDS OF 
THE UNITED STATES 
The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6994) 

to provide for entry and location, on dis
covery of a valuable source material, 
upon public lands of the United States 
classified as or known to be valuable for 
coal, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideratiOn of the bill? 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, reserv
ing the right to object, did I hear the 
term "valuable source material" used? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not 
-read all of this bill. 

Mr. HINSHA w. Has this to do with 
uranium? 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Yes; it 
does. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Should it not be re
ferred to the Joint Committee on Atomic 
Energy? -

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak
er, it has to do with uranium. The bill 
was passed last year with an amendment. 
It has no place with the Atomic Energy 
Committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: · 

Be it enacted, etc., That, subject to the 
conditions and provisions of this. act and to 
any valid intervening rights acquired under 
the laws of the United States, public lan_ds 
of the United States classified as or known 
to be valuable for coal subject to disposition 
under the mineral leasing laws and which 
are open to location and entry subject to the 
conditions and provisions of the act of Au
gust 13, 1954 (68 Stat. 708), unless embraced 
within a coal prospecting permit or lease, 
shall also be open to location and entry un
der the mining laws of the United States 
upon the discovery of a valuable source ma
terial occurring within any seam, bed, or 
deposit of lignite in such lands: Provided, 
That a copy of the notice of any mining loca
tion made for source material occurring in 
any such bed, seam, or deposit shall be filed 
for record in the land office of the Bureau of 
Land Management for the State in which the 
claim is situated within 90 days after the 
date of its location: Provided further, That 
the claimant to any such mining location 
shall report annually to the Mining Super
visor of the Geological Survey the amount of 
lignite mined or stripped in the recovery of 
such valuable source material during each 
calendar year and tender payment to him 
of 10 cents per ton thereon. Any mineral 
patents issued hereunder shall be made sub
ject to the recording and payment require
ments of this section and shall contain a. 
reservation to the United States of all Leas
ing Act minerals owned by the United States 
other than lignite containing valuable source 
material and lignite necessary to be stripped 
or mined in the recovery of such material. 
Mining claims located and mineral patents 
issued under the provisions of this act shall 
not include rights to lignite not containing 
valuable source material except to the extent 
it may be necessary to mine or strip such 
lignite in order to mine the source material 
and, with respect to lode claims, shall not 
include extra.lateral rights. For all purposes 
of this act "source material" and "lignite" 
shall have the meanings given in section 5 
of this act. 

SEC. 2. Any mining claim located in a man
ner prescribed by the mining laws of the 
United States upon lands of the character 
described in section 1 of this act, prior to 
May 25, 1955, if based upon a discovery of 
valuable source material contained in lignite 
shall be effective to the same extent as 1! 
such lands at the time of location, and at all 
times thereafter, had not been clssified as 
or known to be valuable for coal subject to 
disposition under the mineral leasing laws, 
subject, however, to the provisions of section 
1 hereof: Provided, That no extra.lateral 
rights shall attach to any mining location 
validated under this section: And provided 
further, That the locator or locators of such 

a mining claim shall, not later than 180 days 
from and after the date of this act, post on 
the claim and file for record in the office 
where the notice or ,certlficate of location ls 
of record, an amended notice of the mining 
iocation stating_ that such amended notice 
is filed pursuant to the provisions of this 
act and for the purpose of obtaining the 
benefits thereof; and that ·a copy of said 
amended notice is, within the said 180-day 
period, filed in the 11;md office of the Bureau 
of Land Management for the State in which 
the mining location is situated, and the min
ing locator thereafter complies with the re
quirements of this act. 

SEC. 3. Any mining location under the 
mining laws of the United States, on lands 
of the character described in section 1 of 
tnis act, except locations made for lands 
within the exterior boundaries of a prior 
coal prospecting permit or lease, if based 
upon a discovery of valuable source material 
in deposits other than deposits of Leasing 
Act minerals, shall include the right to mine, 
remove, and dispose of lignite containing 
source material and lignite necessary to be 
stripped or mined in the recovery of such 
material, subject to the reporting and pay
ment requirements of section 1 of this act, 
and subject to the provistons of the Atomic 
Energy Act -of 1954, -and upon filing in the 
land office designated in s~ction 1 hereof, an 
adequate description of his claim or claims 
containing such lignite. 

SEC. 4. The entryinan or owner of any land 
or the assignee of rights therein, including 
lands granted to States, with respect to 
which coal deposits have been reserved to the 
United States pursuant to the provisions of 
the act of March 3, 1909 (35 Stat. 844), or 
the act of June 22, 1910 (36 Stat. 583), ex
pepting lands embraced within a coal pros
pecting permit or lease, who discovers valu
able source material in lignite situated 
within such entered, granted, or patented 
lands, and who, except for the reservation 
of coal to the United States would have 
the right to mine and remove such source 
material, shall have the exclusive right to 
mine, remove, and dispose of the lignite 
containing such source material .and lignite 
necessary to be stripped or mined in the re
covery of such material, subject to the re
porting and payment requirements of section 
1 of this act, and subject to the provisions of 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, upon filing 
in the land office designated in section 1 
hereof, an adequate description sufficient to 
identify the land containing such lignite. 

SEc. 5. The holders of coal leases issued 
under the provision of the mineral leasing 
laws, prior to the-date of this act, or there
after if based upon a prospecting permit 
issued prior to that date, who shall discover 
during the term of such lease, valuable 
·source material in any ·coal bed, or deposit 
situated within the leased lands, shall have 
the exclusive right to locate such source 
material under the provisions of this act but 
the mining of such source material shall be 
subject to the operating provisions of the 
lease. 

SEC. 6. As used in this act "mineral leas
ing laws" shall mean the act of October 20, 
1914 (38 Stat. 741); the act of February 25, 
1920 ( 41 Stat. 437); the act of April 17, 1926 
(44 Stat. 301); the ,act of February 7, 1927 (44 
Stat. 1057); and all acts heretofore or here
after enacted which are amendatory of or 
supplementary to any of the foregoing acts; 
"Leasing Act minerals" shall mean all min
erals which, upon the effective date of this 
act, are provided in the mineral leasing laws 
to be disposed of thereunder; "lignite" shall 
mean coal classified at ASTM designation: 
D 388-38, according to the standards estab
lished in the American Society for Testing 
Materials on Coal and Coke under standard 
specifications :tor Classification of Coals by 
Rank, contained in public land deposits con
sidered as valuable under the coal land clas
sification standards established by tl'le Secre-
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tary of the Interior and prescribed in sec
tion 30, Code of Federal Regulations, part 
201; and "source material" shall mean uran
ium, thorium, or any other material which 
is determined by the Atomic Energy Com
mission pursuant to the provisions of section 
61 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 to be 
source material. 

SEC. 7. All moneys received under the pro
visions of this act shall be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States and distrib
uted in the same manner as provided in sec
tion 35 of the Mineral Leasing Act of 1920, 
as amended, and section 9 of the Alaska Coal 
Act of October 20, 1914 (38 Stat. 741). 

SEC. 8. The Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to issue such rules and regula
tions as may be necessary or appropriate to 
effectuate the purposes of this act. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 3, line 3, strike the words "section 5" 
and insert in lieu thereof the words "sec
tion 6." 

Page 4, line 4, following the word "loca- . 
tion", insert the word "made." 

Page 4, line 5, following the words "United 
States", insert the words ", including the 
Act of August 13, 1954 (68 Stat. 708) ." 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BERRY: Follow

ing section 8 on page 6, line 25, add two new 
sections, as follows: 

"SEC. 9. Nothing in this act shall be deemed 
to amend or repeal any provisions of the 
act of August 13, 1954 (68 Stat. 708), or any 
right granted thereunder. 

"SEC. 10. Twenty years after the effective 
date of this act, all lands subject to the pro
visions of section 1 shall be withdrawn from 
all forms of entry under this act. All claims 
made pursuant to the provisions of this act 
shall expire at that time, except for ( 1) 
claims for which patent has already been 
issued, and (2) claims on which application 
for patent has already been made and on 
which patent is subsequently issued: Pro
vided, That, if the President shall so provide 
by Executive order, the provisions of this 
section shall not become effective until 30 
years after the effective date of this act." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

Page 4, line 11, following the word "con- EXTENDING THE EXTERIOR BOUND-
taining", insert the word "valuable." ARY OF THE UINTAH AND OURAY 

Page 4, line 12, strike the words "such 
material" and insert in lieu thereof the INDIAN RESERVATION, UTAH 
words "source material contained in lig- The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 7248) 
nite." _ to amend the act extending the exterior 

Page 4, line 15, following the words "Act boundary of the Uintah and Ouray In
of · 1954", insert the statutory citation "(68 dian Rese·rvation in the State of Utah 
Stat. 919) ·" so as to authorize such State to exchange 

Page 4, line 17, change the period to a certain mineral lands for other lands 
colon and add the following language: mineral in character. -
"Provided, That nothing in this section shall The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
be construed to limit or restrict the rights the present consideration of the bill? 
acquired by virtue of a mining claim, here-
tofore or hereafter located, under the said There was no objection. 
mining laws or to impose any additional Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
obligation -with respect to the mining and unanimous consent that the bill S. 878, 
removal ot source material which does not be substituted for the House bill, H. R. 
occur within any seam, bed, or deposit of 7248. 
lignite." · · The Clerk read the title of the Senate 

Page 4, line 24, strike the words "who dis- bill. 
covers" and insert ln lieu thereof the words The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
"upon the discovery of." the request of the gentleman from Colo-

Page 5, line 1, strike the word "and." · rado? 
Page 5, line 13, following the word There being no objection, the Clerk 

"laws" insert the words ",including the Act read the Senate bill, as follows: 
of August 7, 1947 (61 Stat. 913) .'' Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of the 

Page 5, line 15, strike the words "who shall act entitled "An act to define the exterior 
discover" and insert in lieu thereof the words boundary of the Uintah and Ouray Indian 
"upon the discovery." Reservation in the State of Utah, and for 

Page 5, line 16, following' the word "lease", other purposes," approved March 11, 1948 
insert the word "of;" strike the word "coal" ( 62 Stat. 72), is amended by striking out the 
and insert in lieu thereof the word "seam." first sentence of such section and inserting 

Page 5, line 17, following the word "de- in lieu thereof the following: "The State of 
posit", insert the words "of lignlte." Utah may relinquish to the United St~tes 

Page 5, line 19, following the word "min- for the benefit of the Indians of the said 
Ing" insert the words "and disposal.,, Ute Reservation such tracts of school or 

Page 5, line 20, strike the period and insert- other State-owned lands, surveyed or unsur-
veyed, within the said reserved area, as it 

the following language: may see fit (reserving -to said State, if it so 
"and to the provisions of the Atomic Energy des~res, such rights as it may possess to any 
Act of ·1954: Provided, That the provisions minerals underlying such State lands as may 
of this section shall not apply to coal pros- be relinquished), and said State shall have 
pecting permits or leases on lands embraced the right to make selections, including min
within entered, granted, or patented lands eral lands and the minerals therein (includ
described in section 4 of this act." ing oil and gas) if the lands relinquished 

Page 6, following line 25, add a new sec- are mineral in charact~r and rights to the 
tlon as follows: minerals in such lands are relinquished 

''SEC. 9. Nothing in this act shall be deemed along with the lands, in lieu thereof outside 
to amend or repeal any provisions of the of the area hereby withdrawn, equal in value, 
act of August 13, 1954 (68 Stat. 708 ) nor any as determined by the Secretary of the Inte
right granted thereunder." rior, to the lands relinquished, from the 

vacant, unappropriated public lands, within 
The committee 

agreed to. 
amendments were the State of Utah, such lieu selections to be 

made in the manner provided in the enabling 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amend.ment. · 

act pertaining to said State, except as to the 
payment of fees or commissions, which are 
hereby waived. Valid rights and claims of 

individuals initiated under Federal law with 
respect to any lands so selected and prior 
to such selection shall not be affected by 
such selection." 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time and passed. 

A similar House bill (H. R. 7248) was 
laid on the table. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

RESTRICTIVE COVENANT ON LAND 
PATENT NO. 10,410 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6824) 
to authorize the amendment of the re
strictive covenant on land patent num
bered 10,410, issued to Keoshi Matsunaga, 
his heirs or assigns, on July 20, 1936, and 
covering lot 48 of Ponahawai house lots, 
situated in the country of Hawaii, Ter
ritory of Hawaii. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the commissioner 
of public lands of the Territory of Hawaii, 
with the consent of the Governor of said 
Territory of Hawaii, be authorized to amend 
the restrictive covenant set forth in land 
patent numbered 10,410, so that said restric
tive covenant will read as follows: 

"The land herein described and conveyed 
1s granted and conveyed upon the covenant 
running with the land, that said land is to 
be used for religious and/or school purposes 
only, and in the event of its being used for 
other ·than religious and/or school pur
poses, this patent shall become void, and the 
whole of said land, together with the fee 
thereof, and the improvements thereon, 
shall, without warrant or other legal process, 
immediately revert to and revest in the Ter
ritory of Hawaii.'' 

SEC. 2. This act shall take effect on and 
after the date of its approval. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

AMENDING SECTION 73 (I) OF THE 
HAWAIIAN ORGANIC ACT 

The Clerk called the bill CH. R. 6461> 
to amend section 73 . (i) of the Hawaiian 
Organic Act. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 73 (1) of 
the Hawaiian Organic Act is hereby amend
ed by adding the following paragraph there
to: 

"The Commissioner may include in any 
patent, agreement, or lease a condition re
quiring the inclusion of the land in any 
irrigation project formed or to be formed 
by the Territorial agency responsible there
for and making the land subject to assess
ments made or to be made for such irriga
tion project, which assessment shall be a 
first charge against the land. For failure to 
pay the assessments or other breach of the 
condition the land may be forfeited and 
sold pursuant to the provisions of this act, 
and, when sold, so much of the proceeds of 
sale as are necessary therefor may be used 
to pay any unpaid assessments." 

SEC. 2. This act shall take effect on and 
after the date of its approval. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read ~ third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 
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REPEAL CLAUSE (D) OF PROVISO IN There being no objection, the Clerk 
ACT OF AUGUST 2, 1937 read the bill, as follows: 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5169) 
to repeal clause (d) of the proviso · con
tained in the act of August 2, 1937, as 
amended, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving· 

the right to object, I would like to have 
some explanation of the fiscal effect of 
this bill. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, I will say to . the 
gentleman that there is no fiscal effect. 
A provision was put in the basic law 
which provided that in order not to 
have speculation in the land any acre
age sold above the appraised value 
would revert. The project since then 
has been developed by 160-acre tracts. 
The tracts are of different value predi
cated upon what the farmers put in 
there, and what was of value to the 
project is now a detriment, and the De
partment desires to have it removed, as 
do the farmers, because of the cost. 

Mr. FORD. It is my understanding 
by the terms of this bill the landowners 
would be released from the current ob
ligations to m:ake regular payments un
der the conditions set forth in the con
tract with the Federal Government. It 
would seem to me that if we approve 
this provision, it would set back the Gov
ernment's recovery rate under its orig
inal contract with the landowners. If 
so, what is the justification for it? 

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, reading from the 
bottom of page 3 of the report, it says: 

As reappraisal requests have declined in 
numbel'., it has become increasingly difficult. 
to hold such requests to accumulate a full 
day's work for the appraisal board. The re
sulting increase in the prorated cost of in
dividual appraisals ts thus approaching the 
total cost of a single day's work. This in 
turn has given rise to jus'!;ifiable ·complaiilts 
from landowners that the cost of reappraisal 
is oq.t oi proportion or that prospective sales 
are lost through delays. 

In other words, what is happening 
there, the period for which this provi .. 
sion in the law was placed has expired, 
and it is costing the Department more 
nioney to administer the provision than 
it is saving the Department in prospec
tive values that they may secure. 

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I concur 
in that statement. I raised the same 
question with the gentleman from New 
Mexico, and after I discussed it with him 
and the representatives of the Depart .. 
ment, they assured me that this bill will 
save the Government money. In other 
words, the expenses of the appraisal are 
far in excess of the actual cost. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw 
my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ASPINAIL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that a similar Senate 
bill, s. 1965, be considered in lieu of the 
House bill. 

The SPEAKER. ·Is there objection to 
the request . of the gentleman from, 
Colorado? -

Be it enacted, etc., That the proviso in 
the act entitled "An act to authorize the 
construction of a Federal reclamation project 
to furnish a water supply for the lands of the 
Arch Hurley Conservancy District in New 
Mexico," approved August 2, 1937, as amend
ecl (43 U. S. C., sec. 600a), is a.mended by 
striking out the semicolon and the word 
"and" at the end of clause ( c) and by strik
ing out all of clause (d) to the period. No 
provision with respect to the matters covered 
in said clause (d) which is contained in any 
contract entered into prior to the date of 
enactment of this act shall, except as is 
otherwise provided by this act, be enforced 
by the United States. Nothing contained in 
this section shall affect (1) the retention and 
application by the United States of any pay
ments which have been made prior to the 
date of enactment of this act in accord
ance with any such provision of a contract, 
(2) the obligation of any party to the United 
States with respect to any payment which 
is due to the United States under any such 
provision but not paid upon the date of en
actment of this act, and the application by 
the United States of any such payment in 
accordance with the terms of such con
tract, or (3) the enforcement of any such 
obligation by refusal to deliver water to 
lands covered by contractual provisions exe
cuted in accordance with said clause (d), 
except in those cases, if any, in which a. 
sale or transfer consummated between De
cember 27, 1938, and the date of enactment 
of this act is only discovered after such date 
of enactment to have been made contrary to 
such contractual provisions or to said clause 
(d). 

SEC. 2. The Secretary o! the Interior is 
authorized to amend any contract, which 
has been entered into prior to the date of 
enactment of this act, to conform with the 
provisions of the first section of this act. · The 
consent of the United States is hereby given 
to the recording, at the expense of the party 
benefited thereby, of any such amended con
tract and to the simultaneous discharge .of 
record of the original contract. The con
sent of the United States is likewise given 
to the ·discharge of record, at the expense 'or 
the party benefited thereby, of any contract 
which the Secretary of the Interior or his 
duly authorized agent finds is rendered nuga
tory by the enactment of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a r.1otion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

A similar bill, H. R. 5169, was laid on 
the table. 

INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 5566) 

to terminate the existence of the Indian 
Claims Gommission. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the present consideration.of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as fallows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 23 of the 

Indian Claims Commission Act approved Au
gust 13, 1946 (60 Stat. 1049), is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

"SF.C. 23. The existence of the Commission 
shall terminate at the end of 5 years from 
and after April 10, 1957, or at such earlier 
time as the Commission shall have made its 
final report to the Congress on all claims 
filed with it. Upon its dissqlution the rec
ords of the Commission sball be delivered to 
the Archivist of. the United States." 

With the following committee amend .. 
ments: 

Page l, line 4, strike out "(60 Stat. 1049)" 
and insert " ( 60 Stat. 1049, 1055; 25 U. S. C., 
sec. 70v) ." 

Page 2, line 3, insert: 
"SEc. 2. Section 13 of the act approved 

August 13, 1946 (60_ Stat. 1049, 1052; 25 
U. S. C., sec. 701), is hereby amended by 
adding the following new subsection: 

"'(c) Attorneys appointed pursuant to 
subsection (b) hereof, may conduct hear
ings, administer oaths, examine witnesses, 
receive evidence and report findings of fact 
and recommendations for conclusions of law 
in cases assigned to them. Such attorneys 
shall not, by virtue of such duties, be sub
ject to the Administrative Procedure Act.'" 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was · ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill to terminate the existence of the 
Indian Claims Commission, and for other 
purposes." · 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

REVISED LAWS OF HAWAII 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6463) 

to ratify and confirm section 4539, Re
vised Laws of Hawaii 1945, section 1 (b), 
act 12, Session Laws of Hawaii 1951, and 
the sales of public lands consummated 
pursuant to the terms of said statutes. 

The Clerk -read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the present consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 4539, Re

vised Laws of Hawaii 1945, is hereby ratified 
and confirmed. . 

SEc. 2. Section 1 (b) , act 12, Session La:ws 
of Hawaii 1951, is hereby .ratified and con
firmed. 

SEC. 3. All sales of public lands to abutting 
landow:i;ters consummated pursuant to the 
terms of the foregoing statutes are hereby 
ratified and confirmed and shall be deemed 
and held to be perfect and valid as of the 
date of the sales. 

SEc. 4. This act shall take effect on and 
after the date of its approval. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon .. . 
sider was laid on the ta~le. 

AMENDMENT OF CERTAIN PATENTS 
OF GOVERNMENT LANDS 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 6807) 
to authorize the amendment of certain 
patents of Government lands containing 
restrictions as to use of such lands in 
the Territory ·of Hawaii. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the present consideration ·of the bill? 
There being no . objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: -
Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner 

of Public Lands of the Territory of Hawaii, 
with the concurrence of the Governor of said 
Territory, be authorized to amend certain 
land patents by removing the conditions 
therein restricting the· use o! such lands for 
residence or eleemosynary purposes, so that 
the lands wm be free o! any such encum-
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brances: Provided, however, That no such 
restriction shall be removed in patents coil
·veying an area in excess of one-half acre: 
And provided further, That in the opinion of 
the commissioner the surrounding area in 
which such lands are located has sufficiently 
changed to warrant such action. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

CONVERSION OF INDEFINITE AP
POINTMENT TO CAREER-CONDI
TIONAL OR CAREER APPOINT
MENT 
The Clerk called the bill <S. 1849) to 

provide for the grant of career-condi
tional and career appointments in the 

AMEND ACT OF MAY l9, 1947 <CH. 3o, competitive civil service to indefinite em-
61 STAT. 102) ployees who previously qualified for com-

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

The Clerk ealled the bill <H. R. 6945) petitive appointment. 
to amend the act of May 19, 1947 <ch. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
80, 61 Stat. 102), as amended, so as to the present consideration of the bill? 
permit per capita payments to the indi- Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
victual members of the Shoshone Tribe the right to object, may I inquire if the 
and the Arapahoe Tribe of the Wind Senate bill would be substantially broad
River Reservation in Wyoming, to be ened by any amendment? 
made quarterly. Mr. ALEXANDER. That is correct. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to imous consent to extend my remarks at 

the present consideration of the bill? this point in the RECORD. 
There was no objection. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask the request of the gentleman from 

unanimous consent that a similar Senate Washington? 
bill, S. 2087, be considered in lieu of the There was no objection. 
House bill. Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, I strongly 

recommended that, if it were changed, 
it be broadened in order to take care of 
all of these employees on a fair basis 
and eliminate the inequities. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The purpose of 
this is · to rectify a situation brought 
about unintentionally, with discrimina
tory results to a number of Federal em
ployees. I hope the bill will pass by 
unanimous consent. It is on the suspen
sion list for today but· if we can pass it 
by unanimous consent it would be ad
vantageous. 

Mr. CEDERBERG. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CEDERBERG. I wholeheartedly 
concur in the remarks of the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. ALEXANDER]. 
This legislation will take care of certain 
people who through no fault of their own 
find themselves in the situation which 
the gentleman has so ably described. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw 
my reservation of objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to support this legislation to give career 
the request of the gentleman from Colo- status to an estimated 50,000 indefinite 
rado? . Federal employees who have at least 3 

There being no objection, the Clerk years of satisfactory service. I believe 
I was the first Member of Congress to Be it enacted, etc., That, each employee 

read the Senate bill, as follows: (a) who on the effective date of this act 
Be it enacted, etc., That section a· of the introduce a bill to correct the unjust is ·serving under an indefinite appointment 

act entitled "An act to authorize the segre- situation in which so many loyal and in a position in the competitive civil service 
gation and expenditure of trust funcis held . faithful Government employees found other than a position whose salary rate is 
in joint ownership by the Shoshone and themselves through no fault of their own. fixed by the act of July 6, 1945 (59 Stat. 435). 
Arapahoe Tribes of the Wind River Reserva- I appeared before the House Post Of- as amended, and was so serving on January 
tion," approved May 19, 1947 (ch. 80, 61 ftce and Civil Service Committee and 23, 1955, and (b) who between June 30, 1950, 
Stat. 102), as amended, is hereby amended urged that the provisions of my bill be and January 23; 1955, was certified and within 
by striking the words "and the first day of substituted for language in another bill reach for consideration for indefinite ap
March" wherever it appears therein, and h" h h db d b th th b d pointment from a competitive civil-service 
inserting in lieu thereof "the first day of w lC a een passe Y e 0 er 0 y. register appropriate for filling a position in 
December, the first day of March, and the Substantially, this measure represents which he served between such dates shall 
first day of June". The additional adminis- what I had in mirid and recommended. have his indefinite appointment converted 
trative costs of any annual distribution in Therefore, in urging its passage, I as of the effective date of this act to a career 
more than two installments shall be borne likewise commend the committee for conditional appointment, or a career ap
by the tribe. recognizing the pressing need of correct- pointment, as determined appropriate un-

ing inequities resulting from Executive der the civil-service regulations applied in 
Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, I offer Order 10577. conversions under section 201 of Executive 

an amendment. Order 10577 of November 22, 1954. 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the SEc. 2. Each individual who between Jan-

right to object, would the author of the uary 23, 1955, and the effective date of this 
Mr. ASPINALL moves to strike out all after bill or someone on the committee ex- act was separated from the service without 

the enacting clause of S. 2087 and insert the plain to the House the purpose of this cause and who 'otherwise would have been 
provisions of H. R. 6945 as passed. bill; the necessity for it? eligible for conversion under section 1 of this 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. ALEXANDER. The purpose of the act shall be eligible for reinstatement within 
The bill was ordered read a third time, bill is this. Due to Executive Order No. 2 years of the effective date of this act, under 

was read the third time, and passed, and 10577, about 455,000 Federal employees career conditional or career appointment in 
serving under indefinite or temporary the competitive civil service in a position for 

a motion to reconsider was laid on the which qualified. 
table. appointments were brought under career SEC. 3. The United States Civil Service 

A similar House bill, H. R. 6945, was status and about 80,000 others were commission is authorized and directed to 
laid on the table. left out. According to the testimony promulgate regulations for the administra

of the Civil Service Commission, inequi- tion and enforcement of thi~ act. 

RENEWAL AND ADJUSTMENT OF 
DEEPWATER MAIL CONTRACTS 
The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 4569) 

to provide· for renewal of and adjustment 
of compensation under contracts ·for 
carrying mail on water routes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the last two para
graphs of section 3951 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended (39 U. S. C. 434), are 

- amended by striking out the word "inland" 
wherever it appears in such paragraphs. 

ties were caused due to the fact that SEc. 4. This act shall take effect 90 days 
by written instructions-some of them - from the date of enactment. 
from the Civil Service Commission- With the following committee amend-
many of these people who were left out ment. 
had not applied to take a competitive · 
examination. Due to this and certain Strike an after the enacting clause and 
other causes they were denied eligibility insert the language printed in italics tn the 
for career status and have continued to reported bill. 
serve under temporary or indefinite ap- The committee amendment was 
pointments, although most employees in agreed to. 
their category have been granted career Mr. BOLAND. Mr. Speaker, as a 
status under the Executive order. member of the objectors' committee 

In order to correct this and to equalize on the Consent Calendar under which 
the effect of the Executive order among S. 1849 comes to the fioor of the House, 
all Federal employees, the .Commission I r~se to support this bill and ask the 
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House to pass it today. · This is merito
rious legislation. It corrects some gross 
inequities for many Federal employees 
which occulTed through the . promulga .. 
tion of Executive Order 10577. That 
order established a career and career· 
conditional system for Government civil 
service employees. In my opinion, this 
recommendation of the Civil Service 
Commission was needed to .strengthen 
civil service and to protect the faithful 
employee who could not be given perma .. 
nent status despite 3 years or more of 
service. 

lowing, supp. 1) , 1s further amend.ed as 
follows: 

(a) By adding a new section, following 
section '7, to read a11 follows: 
. "SEC. 8. In ·order to further the purposes 

of section 2 1n agricultural areas which, be
cause of special circumstances affecting such 

' areas. are at a disadvantage insofar as agri
cultural development is concerned, and to 
encourage complementary development es
sential to the welfare of such areas, ther.e is 
hereby authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as the Congress from time to time shall 
determine to be necessary for payments to 
the States, Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico 
on the basis of special needs in such areas 
as determined by the Secretary of Agricul
ture. sums appropriated in pursuance of 
this section shall be in addition to, and not 
in substitution for, appropriations, otherwise 
avallable under this act." 

(b) By renumbering section 8 to read sec
tion 9. 

The employees who have suffered due 
to the inequities established by Executive 
Order 10577 are those who either passed 
a qualifying civil-service examination 
and were not referred for appointment, 
or did. not take a civil-service examina
tion due to the fact that they were dis .. 
couraged from doing so either by the With the following committee amend .. 
Civil Service Commission or by the .ment: 
agency concerned. Others failed to take Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
examinations because such examinations insert the following: 
would be of no avail since appointments "That the Smith-Lever A:ct, as amended 
were restricted to indefinite status and <7 u. s. c. 341 and the following, supp. l) • 

is further amended as follows: · 
could not be converted to any perma· .. , a) By adding a new section, following 
nency. The adoption of this legisla.. section 7, to read as follows: 

·tion would go a long way in correcting "'SEc. a. (a) The congress finds that 
these injustices. there exist special circumstances in certain 

Mr. Speaker, I have been particularly agricultural areas which cause such areas to 
concerned with the matter now before be at a disadvantage insofar as agricultural 
us. It was~me to which I directed my at- development is concerned, which circum
tention when the Civil Service Commis- stances include the following: (1) There is 

concentration of farm families · on farms 
sion appeared-before the .Appropriations either too 'Small or too unproductive or both; 
Subcommittee on Independent Offices. (2) such farm operators because of limited 
At that time, I suggested 11ualifying or productivity are unable to make adjustments 
noncompetitive examinations for those and Investments required to establ'ish pror
with 3 years of satisfactory service who !table operations; (3) the productive capac
were declared ineligible for status be- ity of the existing farm unit does not permit 
cause their names were not taken from ' profitable employment of. available labor; 

( 4:) because of limited .resources, many of 
a civil service roster. This bill meets these farm families are not able to make full 
those suggestions and I congratulate the use of current extenslon programs designed 
Post Office and Civil Service Commit- for families operating economic units nor 
tees of both the House and Senate ln are extension facillties adequate to . provide 
recognizing the equity and fairness of the assistance needed to produce desirable 
this bill. . results. 

The bill was .ordered to be engrossed " ' ( b) In order to iurther the purposes of 
sectio~ 2 in such areas and to encourage 

and read a third time, was read the third complementary development essential to the 
time. and passed. welfare of such areas, :there are hereby au-

The title was amended to read: "An thorized to be appropriated such sums as the 
act to provide for the granting of career· Congress from time to time shall determine 
conditional and career appointments to to be necessary for payments to the States, 
certain qualified employees." Alaska, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico on the basis 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the · ilf special needs in such areas as determined 
by the Secretary of Agriculture. 

table. "'(c) In determining that the area has 
such ,special need, the Secretary shall find 

EXTENSION SERVICE APPROPRIA· , that it has a substantial number of disad
vantaged farms or farm families for one or 

TIONS FOR LOW-INCOME FARM· more of the reasons heretofore enumerated. 
ERS' PROGRAM The Secretary shall make provisions for the 
The Clerk called the bill ·<S~ 2098) to 

amend Public ·Law 83, 83d Congress. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Seaker, re· 

serving the fight to object, will some· 
-0ne who knows answer a question with 
regard to this bill? I would like to 
know the approximate cost ()f it. 

Mr. DIXON. The approximate cost is 
$925,000 for the year. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. I withdraw my 
reservation of objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 'to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

assistance to be extended to include one or 
more of the following: (l) Intensive on-the
farm educational assistance to . the farm 
family in appraising and resolving its prob
lems; (2) assistance and counseling to local 
groups in appraising resources for capabllity 
of improvement in agriculture or introduc
tion of in'Clustry designed to supplement farm 
income; (3) cooperation with other agencies 
and groups in furnishing all possible intor
mation as to existing ·employment oppor
tunities, particularly to farm families hav
ing underemployed worker.s; and ( 4) in 
cases where the farm family, after analysis 
of its opportunities and existing resources, 
finds it advisable to seelt a new farming 
ventur~. the provid'ing of information, ad
vice, and counsel in connection with mak
ing such change. There being no objection, the Clerk 

read the bill, as follows: "'(d) No more than 10 percent of the 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Smith-Lever sums available under this section shall be 

Act, as amended (7 u. s. c. 341 and the fol- allotted to any one State. The Secretary 

shall use project proposals· .and plans of 
work submitted by the State e?Ctension di
rectors as a basis for determining the alloca
tion of funds appropriated pursuant to this 
section. 

"'(e) Sums appropriated pursuant to this 
section shall be ln addition to, and not in 
substitution for, appropriations otherwise 
available under this act. The amounts au
thorized to be appropriated pursuant to tpls 
section shall not exceed a sum in any year 
equal to 10 percent of sums otherwise ap
propriated pursuant to this act.' 

" ( b) By r.enumbering secti-0n 8 to read 
section 9." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, wa'S read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

CUSTODIAL EMPLOYEES IN FOST 
OFFICE BUILDINGS 

The Clerk called the bill <S. 2403) to 
authorize the dual employment of cus· 
todial employees in post office buildings 
operated by the General Services Ad· 
ministration, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as fallows: 

Be it .enacted, etc., That the Postmaster 
General, with the consent of the Adminis
trator of General Services, may appoint cus
todial employees working under the juris
diction of the General Services Administra
tion at F1edeml buildings occupied in any 
part by the postal servi<ie to 'Positions in the 

. postal service to perform postal duties in 
addition to their regular duties as su~h cus
todial employ~s. without regard to section 
2 of the act of July Sl, 1894, as amended 
(U. S. c .• title 5, sec. 62). 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

TERMINATING THE · PROHIBITION 
AGAINST MONGOLIAN LABOR ON 
REcLAMATION PROJECTS 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1603) 
to terminate the prohibition against em
ployment of Mongolian labor in the con· 
struction of reclamation projects. 

There· being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4 of the 
,Reclamation A<:t of June 17, 1902 (32 Stat. 
389), ls hereby amended by tnaerting a 
period in lieu of the comma after the word 
"work" in the pr.oviso of that section and 
striking out the following language: "and no 
Mongolian labor shall be·employed th-ereon.". 

The bill· was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table: 

·SERVICEMEN'S READJUSTMENT 
ACT OF 1944 

The Clerk called the bill <H. R. 1761) 
to relieve certain veterans who relied on 
an erroneous interpretation of the· law 
from liability to repay a portion of the 

. subsistence allowances which they. re· 
ceived under tne Servicemen's ReadJust

. ment Act of 1944. · 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. FORD. Reserving the right to 

object, Mr. Speaker, I simply want to 
state for the RECORD, and I am not asking 
anyone to draw any inferences from this 
statement, that the omcial objectors have 
not had an opportunity to study any of 
the remainder of the bills on the Consent 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. This is the last bill 
that is going to be called today on the 
Consent Calendar. 

Mr. FORD. I have no objection to the 
procedure, but I wanted to make that 
statement. 

The SPEAKER. The trouble about it 
is that we do not have the bills here on 
the desk. 

Mr. FORD. I withdraw my reserva
tion of objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That every individual 
who, while attending the University of Cali
fornia or Standford University prior to Jan
uary 1, 1951, was employed by the Veterans' 
Administraton as a clinical psychologist 
trainee, and who, in reliance upon interpre
tations of paragraph 6 o~ part VIII of Vet
erans Regulation No. 1 (a) that work per
formed in excess of 20 hours per week was to 
be considered as irregular and nonscheduled 
overtime, did not report to the Veterans' Ad
ministration income derived from work per
formed for the Veterans' Administration in 
excess of 20 hours per week, is :µereby re
lieved from liability to repay to the United 
States all sums for which he has been held 
l~able arising out of such work performed for 
the Veterans' Administration. In the audit 
and settlement of the accounts of any cer
tifying or disbursing omcer of the United 
States, full credit shall be given for any 
amount for which liability is relieved by this 
~ection. · 

SEC. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury ls 
hereby authorized and directed to pay, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to each of the individuals de
scribed in the first section of this act an 
amount equal to the sum of all amounts 
which he has repaid to the United States (or 
which have been withheld by the United 
States from amounts otherwise payable to 
him, or for his benefit) by reason of the lia
l)ility of which he is relieved by the first sec
tion of this act: Provided, That no part of 
the amount appropriated in this act for the 
payment of any one claim in excess of 10 
percent thereof shall be paid or delivered to 
or received by any agent or attorney on ac
count of services rendered in connection with 
such claim, and the same shall be unlawful, 
any contract to the contrary notwithstand
ing. Any person violating the provisions of 
this act shall be deemed guilty o:C a mis
demeanor and upon conviction thereof shall 
be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMUNITY ACT 
OF 1955 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, ~ I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill <S. 2630> to fa
cilitate the establishment of local self
government at the communities of Oak 
Ridge, Tenn., and Richla1:1d, Wash., and 

to provide for the disposal of federally 
owned properties of such communities. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from New 
Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That this act may be 

cited as the "Atomic Energy Community 
Act of 1955." 

CHAPTER 1. DECLARATION, FINDINGS, AND 
PuRPOSE 

Sec. 11. Declarations of policy. 
Sec. 12. Findings. 
Sac. 13. Purpose. 

CHAPTER 2. DEFINITIONS 

Sec. 21. Definitions. 
CHAPTER 3. LOTS, APPRAISALS, AND PRICE 

Sec. 31. Lots. 
Sec. 32. Appraisals. 
Sec. 33. Basis of appraisal. 
Sec. 34. Posting. 
Sec. 35. Sales prices. 
Sec. 36. Improvements. 
CHAPTER 4. CLASSIFICATION OF PROPERTY AND 

PRIORITIES 

Sec. 41. Classification of property. 
Sec. 42. Priorities. 
Sec. 43. Transferability. 
CHAPTER 5: SALES OF PROPERTY FOR PRIVATE 

USE 

Sec. 51. Application. 
Sec. 52. Disposal of property. 
Sec. 53. Sales. 
Sec. 54. Cash sales. 
Sec. 55. Form and provisions of instruments. 
Sec. 56. Occupancy by existing tenants. 
Sec. 57. Lots. · 

CHAPTER 6. FINANCING 

Sec~ 61. Contract purchase. 
Sec. 62. Commission financing. 
Sec. 53. Commission indemnity. 
Sec. 64. Community employment and popu-
- lation. 
Sec. 65. Amount of indemnity. 
Sec. 66. Conditions of indemnity. 

CHAPTER 7. UTILITIES 

Sec. 71. Authorization to transfer utilities. 
Sec. 72. Date of transfer. 
Sec. 73. Entity receiving transfer. 
Sec. 74. Utilities transferable. 
Sec. 75. Charges for utilities transferred. 

CHAPTER 8. MUNICIPALITIES 

Sec. 81. Assistance in organization. 
Sec. 82. Authorization to transfer municipal 

installations. 
Sec. 83. Date of transfer. 
Sec. 84. Entity receiving transfer. 
Sec. 85. Installations transferable. 
Sec. 86. Charges for municipal installations 

transferred. 
CHAPTER 9. LOCAL ASSISTANCE 

Sec. 91. Basis of assistance to cities and other 
State and local entities. 

Sec. 92. Commission reductions. 
Sec. 93. Area of service. 
Sec. 94. Commission contracts. 

CHAPTER 10. TRANSFER OF FuNCTIONS, AND 
REVIEW 

Sec.101. Transfer of functions. 
Sec. 102. Review. 
Sec.103. Joint committee on Atomic Energy. 

CHAPTER 11. GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Sec.111. Powers of the Commission. 
Sec. 112. Qualification to purchase. 
Sec. 113. Contract forms. 
Sec. 114. Evidence. 
Sec.115. Administrative review. 
Sec.116. Repossession. 
Sec.117. Net proceeds. 
Sec. 118. Appropriations. 
Sec .. 119. Separability of provisions. 

Sec. 201. Amendment to National Housing 
Act. 

Sec. 202. Amendment to Public Law 874. 
CHAPTER 1. DECLARATION, FINDINGS, AND 

P°URPOSE 

SEC. 11. Declaration of policy: It is hereby 
declared to be the policy of the United States 
of America that Government ownership and 
management of the communities owned by 
the Atomic Energy Commission shall be ter
minated in an expeditious manner which is 
consistent with and will not impede the ac
complishment of the purposes and programs 
established by the Atomic Energy Act of 1954. 
To that end, it is desired at each community 
to-

a. facilitate the establishment of local 
self-government; 

b. provide for the orderly transfer to local 
entities of municipal functions, municipal 
installations, and utilities; and 

c. provide for the orderly sale to private 
purchasers of property within those commu
nities with a minimum of dislocation. 

SEC. 12. Findings: The Congress of the 
United States hereby makes the following 
findings concerning the communities owned 
by the Atomic Energy Commission; 

a. The continued morale of project-con
nected persons is essential to the common 
defense and security of the United States. 

b. In issuing rules and regulations required 
or permitted under this act for the disposal 
of the communities and in disposing of the 
communities in accordance with the provi
sions of this act an'.d in accordance with the 
rules and regulations required or permitted 
by this act, the Commission is acting under 
authority delegated to it by the Congress. 

c. Funds of the United States may be pro
vided for the disposal of the communities 
and for assistance in the operation of the 
communities thereafter under conditions 
which will provide for ' the common defense 
and promote the general welfare. 

SEC. 13. Purpose: It is the purpose of this 
act to effectuate the policies set forth above 
by providing for: 

a. the maintenance of conditions which 
will not impede the recruitment and reten
tion of personnel essential to the atomic 
energy program; 

b. the obligation of the United States to 
contribute tb the support of municipal func
tions in a manner commensurate with-
. ( 1) the fiscal problems peculiar to the 
communities by reason of their construction 
as national defense installations, and 

(2) the municipal and other burdens im
posed on the governmental or other entities 
at the communities by the United States in 
its operations at or near the communities: 

c. the opportunity for the residents of the 
communities to assume the obligations and 
privileges of local self-government; and 

d. the encouragement of the construction 
of new homes at the communities. 

CHAPTER 2. DEFINITIONS 

SEC. 21. Definitions: The intent of Con· 
gress in the definitions as given in thia sec
tion should be construed from the words or 
phrases used in the definitions. As used in 
this act-

a. The term .. Commission" means the 
Atomic Energy Commission. 

b. The term "community" means that a.rea. 
at-

(1) Oak Ridge, Tenn., designated · on a 
map on file at the principal omce of the Com
mission, entitled .. Minimum Geographic 
Area, Oak Ridge, Tenn.," bearing the legend 
"Boundary Line, Minimum Geographic Area. 
Oak Ridge, Tenn.," and market "Approved. 
21 April 1955, K. V. Nichols, General Man
ager"; or 

(2) Richland, Wash., designated on a. map 
on file at the principal oftlce of the Commie· 
sion, entitled "Minimum Geographic Area, 
Richland, . Wash.," bearing the legend 
"Boundary Line, Minimum Geographic Area, 
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Richland, Wash.," itnd marked "Approved, 21 
April 1955, K. D. Nichols, General Manager." 

c. The terin "house" includes the lot on· 
which the house stands. 

d. The term "member of a family" means 
any person who, on the first offering date, 
resides in the same dwelling unit with one 
or more of the following relatives .(including 
those having 'the same relationship through 
marriage or legal adoption): spouse, father, 
mother, grandfather, grandmother, brother, 
sister, son, daughter, uncle, aunt, nephew. 
niece, or first cousin. 

e. The term "mortgage" shall include 
deeds of trust and such other classes of 
lien as are given to secure advances on, 
or the unpaid purchase price of real .estate 
under the laws of the State in which the 
real estate is located. 

f. The term "municipal installation" in
cludes, without limitation, schools, hos
pitals, police and fl.re protection systems, 
sewerage and r-efuse disposal plants, water 
supply and distribution installations, streets 
·and roads, libraries, parks, playgrounds and 
recreational means, municipal government 
buildings, other properties suitable for mu
nicipal or comparable local public service 
purposes, and .any fixtures, equipment, -0r. 
Qther property appropriate to the operation, 
maintenance or repair of the foregoing. 

g. The term "occupant" means a person 
who, on the date on which the property in 
question is first offered for sale, is entitled 
to residential occupancy of the Govern
ment-owned house in question, or of a 
family dwelling unit in such house, in ac
qordance with a lease or license agreement 
with the Commission or its property-man
agement contractor. 

h. The term "offering date" means the 
date the property in question is offered for 
sale. 

1. The term "project area." means that .area. 
which on the effective date of this act con
stitutes the Federal area at Oak Ridge. Tenn., 
or Hanford, Wash. 

j. The term "project-connected person" 
means any person who, on the first <>trering 
date, is regularly employed at the project 
area in one of the following capacities: 

(1) An omcer or employee of th-e Com
mission or any of its contractors or subcon
tractors, or of the United States or .any 
agency thereof (including members of the 
Armed Forces). or of a State or political sub
division or agency thereof; 

(2) An omcer or employee employed at a 
school or hospital located in the project 
area; 

(3) A person engaged ln or employed in 
the project area by any professional, com
mercial, or industrial enterprise occupying 
premises located in the project area; or 

(4) An <>filcer or employee of any church 
or nonprofit organization occupying premises 
located in -the project area. 

k. The term "resident" means any person 
who, on the date on which the property in 
question is first offered for sale is either

( 1) an occupant in a residential unit 
designated for sale at the community; or 

(2) a project-connected person who is 
entitled, in accordance with a lease or similar 
agreement, to residential occupancy of pri
vately owned rental housing in. the com
munity. 

1. The term "utility" means any electrical 
distribution system, any public transporta
tion system, or .any public communication 
system, and any fixtures, equipment, or other 
property appropriate to the operation, main
tenance or repair of the foregoing. 

CHAPTER 3. LoTS, APPRA'ISt\LS, AND PRICES 

SEC. 31. Lots: The Commission is author-
1zed to plat each community immediately 
upon passage of this act, or immediately 
upon the inclusion of the community within 
the provisions of this act. The Commis
tsion may establish lot boundaries, and 

realine, divide, or enlal'ge existing tracts as 
it deems appropriate. 

SEC. 32. Appraisals: The Commission shall 
pr()ceed to secure appraisals of all property 
at the community whic:h is to be 'sold pur
suant to this act. The appraisals shall be 
made by the Federal Housing Commissioner 
or his designee. The Commission shall reim
burse the Federal Housing Commissioner for 
the cost of such ,appraisals. Appraisals made 
under this section shall be the appraisals on 
wP,ich the Federal Housing Commissioner 
may insure any mortgage or loan under the 
National Housing Act until such time as 
he finds that the appraisal values generally 
in the community no longer represent the 
fair market values of the properties. 

SEC. 33. Basis of appraisal: Except for lots 
sold pursuant to the provisions of section 
57a., the appraised value shall be the cur
rent fair market value of the Government's 
interest in the property. 

SEC. 34. Posting: Lists showing the ap
praised value of each parcel of property to 
be offered for sale to priority purchasers 
shall, prior to the offering of such property 
for sale, be made available for public inspec
tion, at reasonable times, at the offices of the 
Commission at the co.mmunity. 

SEC. 35. Sales prices: 
a. In the sale to priority purchasers of 

properties on whlch are located Goveril.ment
owned single or duplex houses, the sales 
price shall be the appraised value less a 
deduction of 15 percent of the appraised 
value and less the deductions provided by 
section 36. 

b. In all other cases the sales price to 
priority purchasers shall be tne appraised 
value less the deductions provided by sec
tion 36, except that sales made under sec
tions 53 b. and c. shall be made at the price 
set forth therein. 

SEc. 36. Improvemenua: 
a. In addition. to any other deduction 

which may be permitted from the sales price 
for residential property, there shall, upon 
application b.Y the prospective purchaser, be 
deducted the amount by which the current 
fair market value of the Government's inter.: 
est in the premises is enhanced .as a result 
of improvements to the premises made by. 
or at the expense of, the prospective pur
chaser. 

b. A ]u.ni-0r occupant of a duplex: house, 
which was purchased by the senior occupant, 
shall, upon application therefor, be entlt1ed 
to a credit aga1nst the purchase price of 
any residential property purchased through 
the exercise <>f a priority right established 
under the provisions of section 42, for the 
amount by which the current fair market 
value of the Government's interest in the 
duplex house of which he was an occupant 
is enhanced as a result of improvements to 
the premises of such duplex house made by .. 
or a.t the expense of, the junior occupant. 

c. The value of the improvements as speci
fied in subsections 36 a. and b. shall be deter
mined in accordance with the provisions o! 
section 32. 

d. Persons purchasing property pursuant 
to the provisions of section 52, who do not 
desire to avail themselves of the indemnity 
provisions contained in sections 63 through 
66. shall be entitled to an additional deduc
tion of 10 percent of the appraised value of 
the property in addition to any other deduc
tion set forth in this section. 

CHAPTER 4. CLASSIFlCATION OF PROPERTY AND 
. PRIORITIES 

SEC. 41. Classification of property: 
a. Immediately upon passage of this -act, 

the Commission shall classify all real prop
erty (including such improvements and such 
fixtures, equipment, and other personal prop
erty incident thereto as it may deem appro
priate) within each community in accord
ance with such classifications as shall insure 
reasonably similar treatment for reasonably 
similar property. The classification -shall be 

made by such procedures, consistent with 
this chapter. as tt shall determine. 

b. The Commission may, but shall not be 
r.eqW.red to, classify any other real property 
at or in the vicinity of the community, 
whether within or outside of that com
munity. 

SEC. 42. Priorities: The Commission shall 
establish,' by rule or regulation. a detailed 
system of reasonable and fair priority rights 
applicable to the sale of Government-owned 
property tO private purchasers at each com
munity. The priorities shall-

a. be uniform in each class or subclass of , 
property; 

b. give such preference to occupants and 
project-connected persons and to incoming 
employees of the · Commission, of a contrac
tor. or of a licensee as the Commission finds 
necessary or desirable, giving due considera
tion to the following factors: 
_ (1) The.retention and recruitment of per
sonnel essential to the atomlc-energy pro
gram; 

(2) The · minimization of dislocations 
within the community; 
- (3) The expeditous accomplishment of 
the disposal progr~m; and 

(4) The desirabUity of encouraging pri
vate firms to locate or remain in the com-
munity; · 
- c. give the occupant of a Government
owned single-family house, and the senior 
occupant ·of a duplex house, at least 90 days 
in which to exercise the first right of priority; 

d. permit persons who have formerly been 
occupants, project-connected persons, or in
habitants of the community, upon applica
tion therefor, to have such priority as the 
Commission finds to be fair and equitable; 

e. not impair any rights, including pur
chase rights, conferred by existing leases and 
covenants; and 

S1:c. 43. Transferability: No priority shall 
)Je transferable, except-

a. a husband and wife may exercise· a 
priority in thelr joint names; 

b. a religious organization may exercise 
the priority whlch would otherwise belong 
to its priest, minister, or rabbi, regardless 
of whether tllat position happens to be filled 
at the time of the exercise of the priority; 
. c. two or more priority holders having a 
common Interest in a buildlng or location 
may assign their interests to a single as
~lgnee; and 

d. the Commission may permit such other 
transfers .as it finds to be fair and equitable. 
CHAPTER 5. SALES OF PROPERTY FOR PRIVATE 

USE 

SEC. 51. Application: The provlslons-0f this 
ehapter shall be made applicable at each 
community as soon as the Commission makes 
a finding ln writing that there ls a reason
able possibllity that the Government-owned 
real property at su<:h community can be 
disposed of in accordance with the provi
sions of this chapter. 

SEC. 52. Disposal of property: 
a. The Commission shall airer for disposal 

all real property (including such improve
ments thereon and such fixtures, equipment, 
and other personal property incident thereto 
as it may deem appropriate) within the com
munity which 1s presently under lease or 
license agreement with the Commission or 
lts community management contractor for 
Tesidenttal, commercial, or industrial, agri
cultural, church, or other nonprofit use, nr 
which, in the opinion of the Commission, is 
appropriate for such use, other than- . 

< 1) st1·uctures whi<:h in the opinion of the 
Commlsslon should be removed from the 
community because of their unsatisfactory 
type of -construction, condition. or location; 
or 

(2) property which in the opinion of the 
Cam.mission should be transferred. pursuant 
to chapter 7 or chapter 8. 

b. The Commission may, but shall not be 
required. to, dispose of any other real prop-
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erty at the community, whether within or 
outside of that community. 

c. Such property shall be disposed of on 
such terms and conditions, consistent with 
this chapter, as the Commission shall pre
scribe i.n the national interest, and without 
regard to any preferences or priorities what
ever except those provided for pursuant to 
this act. Transfers by the Commission of 
such property shall not impair rights under 
existing leases and covenants, including any 
purchase rights therein cqnferred. 

SEC. 53. Sales: 
· a. Where rights of priority have been 
granted pursuant to the provisions of this 
act to Government-owned property, it shall 
be offered for sale to priority purchaser by 
giving notice to those eligible for such pri
ority. Such notice shall (1) be in such man
ner as the Commission shall prescribe, (2) 
identify the property to be sold, and (3) 
state the terms and conditions of sale and 
the date of the offer which, in the case of 
occupants of single family or duplex houses, 
shall expire not less than 90 days after the 
date of the offer. 

b. Any property (other than church prop
erty) classified for sale under section 41 and 
offered for ,sale under section 52, as to which 
no pl:iorlty right has been conferred, 'or as 
to which all priority rights have expired, 
shall be a,dvertised for sale to the highest 
bidder, subject to the right of the Commis
sion to reject any or all bids, and also subject 
to the right of an occupant of a Government
owned single family or duplex house to buy 
such house by paying an amount equal to 
the highest bid. No bid shall be accepted 
which is below the appraised value or, in the 
case of Government-owned single and duplex 
houses is below 85 percent of the appraised 
value. 

c. As to any property which has ·not been 
sold under subsection 53 b. within 1 year 
after the first advertisement for sale under 
subsection 53 b. the Commission may make 
such disposition, on such terms and condi
tions, ·as it may deem appropriate, but the 
Commission shall , give an occupant of a 
Government-owned single family or •duplex 
house such further opportunity to purchase 
such' house · as shall be fair and equitable. 

d. Property for use of churches, in respect 
of which all priority rights have expired, 
may be disposed of by advertising and com
petitive bid, or by negotiated sale or other 
transfer at such prices, terms, and condi
tions as the Commission shall determine to 
lie fair and equitable. 

SEC. 54. Cash sales: All sales shall be for 
cash, and the buyer shall arrange for the 
necessary financing, except as provided in 
chapter 6 of this act. 

SEC. 55. Form and provisions o! instru
ments: Deeds executed in connection with 
the disposal of property pursuant to the 
provisions of this act--

a. shall be as simple as the Commission 
shall find to be appropriate, and may con
tain .such warranties or covenants of title 
and other provisions (including any indem
nity) as the Commission may deem appro
priate; 

b. with respect to any dormitories or apart
ment houses and any property used or to be 
used for construction of housing develop
ments for rental purposes, may retain or ac- · 
quire such rights to the Commission to 
designate the future occupants of part or · 
all of such properties as it may deem appro
priate to insure the availability of housing 
for employees of the Commission and its 
contractors; 

c. may require that the transferee, his 
heirs, successors, and assigns shall compen
sate the Commission for any municipal serv
ices provided by the Commission at rate8 
which will not be in excess of the average 
tax for such services in the immediate vicin
ity of the community; and any amounts due 
and unpaid for such compensation (together 
with interest and costs thereon) shall, as of 

the .date on which such amounts become 
delinquent, be a lien in favor of the United 
States upon the premises sold by the Com
mission, though not valid as against any 
mortgagee, pledgee, purchaser, or judgment 
creditor until notice thereof has been filed 
in accordance with the laws of the State in 
which the property is situated or in the 
office of the clerk of the United States dis
trict court for the judicial district in which 
the property subject to the lien is situated, 
if such State has not by law provided for the 
filing of such notice; 

d. in transferring any property pursuant 
to sections 31 and 52, may impose such re
strictions and requirements relating to the 
use of the premises and to public health and 
safety, as the Commission may deem appro
priate, which restrictions and requirements 
shall not be valid beyond 1 year after the 
incorporation of the city at the community; 
and 

e. may require that any payments in lieu 
of property taxes or assessments for local · 
improvements made by the Commission with 
respect to the property shall be equitably 
prorated. 

SEC. 56. Occupancy by existing tenants: 
Upon application by any occupant of a single 
or duplex house m1:1-de within the pe;-iod 
of the first priority when such house is 
first offered for sale under this act, the Com
mission shall execute a lease to such occu•. 
pant for a period not to exceed 1 year from 
the date on which such property is :first 
offered for sale, or for such period as he re
mains a project-connected person, which
ever is shorter. In selling any house with 
respect to which a lease executed under this 
section ls in effect, the Commission may 
provide that the purchaser shall assume any 
or all obligations of the lessor, but the Com
mission shall guarantee the lessee's per
formance under the terms of the lease. 

SEC. 57. Lots: 
a. Notwithstanding any other provision of 

this act, the Commission ls authorized, im
mediately upon passage of this act, or im
mediately upon the inclusion of the com
munity within the provisions of this act, to 
offer for sale to the lessees single residential 
lots, which were ·leased by competitive bid 
and which do not have a Government-owned 
building thereon, at a price equal to the 
initial valuation of the lot as stated in the 
lease. 

b. The Commission is authorized to offer 
for sale, as soon as possible, other lots, to 
individual owners, upon which single family 
or duplex houses may be erected, taking into 
consideration the zoning restrictions the new 
city is likely to enact with respect to those 
lots. 

CHAPTER 6. FINANCING 

SEC. 61. Contract purchase: The Commis
sion may, in the sale of any single-family 
or duplex house to a priorit y purchaser, 
enter into a contract to purcha&e which pro
vides that the purchaser shall conclude his 
purchase within not more than 3 years after 
the date the contract is entered into. Such 
contracts to pqrchase shall provide for such 
periodic payments, including payments on 
account of principal, interest, or tax equiva
lents, as the Commission shall prescribe. 

SEC. 62. Commission financing: 
a. In the event that the Commission finds 

that financing on reasonable terms is not 
available from other sources, the Commis
sion may, in order to facmtate the sale of 
residential property under chapter 5 of this 
act, accept, in partial payment of the pur
chase price of any house, apartment build· 
ing, or dormitory notes secured by first mort
gages on such terms and conditions as the 
Commission shall deem appropriate. In the 
case of houses and apartment buildings, the 
maturity and percentage of appraised value 
in connection with such notes and mort
gages shall not exceed those prescribed under 
section 223 (a) of the National Housing Act, 
as amended, and the interest rate shall equal 

the interest rate plus the premium being 
charged (and any periodic service charge 
being authorized by the Federal Housing 
Commissioner for properties of similar char
acter) under section 223 (a) of the National 
Housing Act, as amended, at the effective 
date of such notes and mortgages. 

b. The Commission may sell any such 
notes and mortgages on terms set by the 
Commission. 

SEC. 63. Commission indemnity: For a 
period of not more than 15 years after the 
date of enactment of this act, the Commis
sion shall indemnify the purchaser (except 
a purchaser taking advantage of the provi
sions of subsection 36 (d)), and any suc
cessor in title, of any such single family or 
duplex house as set forth in this chapter. 
This indemnity shall be deemed to be in
corporated in the deeds given on the sale of 
Government-owned houses. One person may 
not invoke the indemnity in respect of more 
than one house. 

SEC. 64. Community employment and 
population: The indemnity obligation speci
fied in section 63 shall arise only if, for the 
6 months just preceding the date on which 
it is invoked-

( a) the total number of , operating, main
tenance, and ·administrative employees in 
the project area, as determined by the Com
mission, has been less than 14,337 in the 
case of Oak Ridge or 7,622 in the case of 
Richland; and 

(b) the population in the community has 
been less than 29,250 in the case of Oak 
Ridge or 25,200 in the case of Richland. 
For purposes of this section employment 
shall be detennined on the basis of the pay 
period or periods ending nearest the 15th 
of each month. 

SEC. 65. Amount of indemnity. The in
demnity obligation of the Commission speci
fied in section 63 shall be for such amount, 
less the sales price of the property, as would 
have remained unpaid under a loan entered 
into on the date of the execution of the 
original deed by the Commission-

( 1) which was in the amount of the pur
chase price from the Commission and pro
vided for equal monthly payments of princi
pal and interest over a period of 20 years 
computed on the basis of the aver~ge in
terest and other charges recorded for· prop
erty of the same class at the community; 
and 

-· (2) on which all payments due to the date 
when notice was received by the Commission 
had been made. 

SEC. 66. Conditions of indemnity. The 
Commission shall make the indemnity pay
ment specified by section 65 only 1f the 
Commission receives a notice from the then 
owner of the property that he is about to 
sell the property for a sum less than the un
paid balance· of the real or hypothetical loan 
calculated pursuant to section 65. Such 
payment shall be made only if-

a. notice is given to the Commission at a 
time when the conditions of section 64 are 
satisfied; 

b. the sale ls made within such time as 
the Commission may prescribe and in a man
ner which the Commission determined to_ 
afford adequate assurance of a fair price 
without excessive costs; and 
· c. the Commission is given such prior 

notice of the sale and such opportunity to 
become a purchaser as it shall prescribe. 
· In such circumstances the Commission ls 

hereby authorized to purchase the property. 
Sales pursuant to this section and payment 
by the Commission of such amount, if a.ny. 
as is owing pursuant to sections 63 through 
66 shall end the obligation of the Commis
sion under sections 63 through 66 with re
spect . to that property. 

CHAPTER 7. UTILITIES 

SEC. 71. Authorization to transfer utill· 
ties: The Commission ls authorized to trans
fer to one or more of the entities · specified 
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1n this chapter such utilities as in the judg
ment of the Commission will be appropriate 
to enable the transferee to meet the needs 
of the residents of the community for ade• 
quate utility services of the kind to be trans~ 
ferred. 

SEC. 72. Date of transfer! Transfers Of 
utilities shall be made as soon as possible, 
but in any event, not later than 5 years after 
the date of enactment of this act. 

SEC. 73. Entity receiving transfer: 
a. Transfer may be made to one or more 

of the following, if the transferee has the 
legal authority to receive and operate the 
utllity: 

(1) the city at the community; 
(2) the State in which the community is 

located; · 
(3) any political subdivision or agency of 

that State; or 
(4) any person, firm, corporation, or 

other legal entity. 
b. In determining the transferee for any 

utility, the Commission may consider the 
following: 

(1) the pattern of ownership of the com
parable utilities in the State in which the 
community is located; 
. (2) the ability of the transferee to operate 
the utility; 

(3) the probable price of the sale Of the 
utility, the ability of the transferee to pay 
that price, and any probable expense; and . 

(4) the desires of the eligible voters of 
the community as directly · expressed in any 
vote in any officially recognized procedure or 
in any procedure established by the Com
mission; 

(5) the benefit of the United States in 
i·educing possible requirements for local as
sistance as authorized in chapters 8 and 9 
of this act. 

SEC. 74. Ut11ities transferable: All ut111ties· 
are authorized to he transferred under this 
chapter, but shall not include property which 
the Commission determines to be needed for 
its own use. 

SEC. 75. Charges for utilities transferred: 
The Commission may give the utility to the 
city incorporated at the community; and 
must charge in ·selling the utility to any 
other transferee. The charges and terms for 
the transfer of any utility may be established 

' PY advertising and competitive bid, or by 
negotiated sale or other transfer at such 
prices, terms, and conditions as the Com
mission shall determine to be fair and equi
table. 

CHAPTER 8; MUNICIPALITIES 

SEC. 81. Assistance in organization: The 
Commission ls authorized, for a period not to 
extend beyond 5 years after the 'date of en
actment of this act to cooperate with and 
assist the residents of the community in 
preparation for and establishment of local 
self-government and in the transfer of 
municipal installations and responsibilities 
to local entitles. Such assistance may include 
payment of any amounts reasonably neces
sary to meet expenses incident to the estab
lishment and organization of a city govern
ment and other local entitles at the com
munity, until such time as the municipal in
stallations are transferred in accordance with 
the provisions of this chapter. 

SEC. 82. Authorization to transfer munici
pal installations: The Commission is au
thorized to transfer to one or more of the 
entitles specified in this chapter such munlcl• 
pal installations as in the judgment of the 
Commission, will be appropriate to enable 
the transferees to meet the needs of the 
residents of the community for adequate 
school, hospital, and other municipal services. 
· SEC. 83. Date of transfer: Transfers.. of 

municipal installations may be made at any 
time, not later than 5 years after the date 
of enactment of this act. 

SEC. 84. Entity receivingtransfer: 
a. Transfers may be made to one or more 

of the following, if the entity has the legal 

authority to receive the installation: (1) the 
city at the community; (2) the State in 
which the community is located; (3) any 
political subdivision or agency of that State; 
or (4) a private nonprofit organization in the 
case of the hospital installation or cemetery 
at the community. 

b. In determining the entity to which 
schoo.l, hospital, and other municipal in
stallations, respectively, shall be transferred, 
the Commission shall be governed, in order. 
by 

( 1) the results of a vote in which the 
eligible voters in the community expressed 
themselves directly on the transfer in the 
vote on the incorporation of the city; 

(2) the results of a vote .in which the ' 
eligible voters have directly expressed them
selves on the proposed transfer in a referen
dum or other officially recognized procedure; 

(3) there being only one entity which is 
legally authorized to receive the municipal 
installation; or 

(4) in the absence of the other alterna
tives, the Commission has conducted a vote 
of the eligible voters of the community on 
the proposed transfer under such procedures 
as it may establish . 

SEC. 85. Installations transferable: All 
municipal installations are authorized to be 
transferred under this chapter, but shall not 
include property which the Commission de· 
termines to be needed for its own use. 

SEC. 86. Charges for municipal installations 
transferred: The transfer of any municipal 
installation authorized to be made under the 
provisions of this chapter may be made with
out charge to the entity receiving the in• 
stalla tion. 

CHAPTER 9. LOCAL ASSISTANCE 

·SEC. 91. Basis of Assistance to Cities and 
Other State and Local Entities: 

a. ·From the date of transfer of any munici· 
pal installations to a governmental or other 
entity at or for the community, the Com· 
mission shall for a. period of 10 years make 
annual assistance payments of just and rea
sonable sums to the State, county, or local 
entity having jurisdiction to collect property 
taxes or· to the entity receiving the installa
tion transferred hereunder. In determining 
the amount and recipient of such payments, 
the Commission shall consider-

( 1) the approximate real property taxes 
and assessments for local improvements 
which would be paid to the governmental 
entity upon property within the community 
if such property were not exempt from taxa
tion by reason of Federal ownership; 

(2) the maintaining of municipal services 
at a level which will not impede the recruit
ment or retention of personnel essential to 
the atomic energy program; 

(3) the fiscal problems peculiar to the 
governmental entity by reason of the ·con
struction at the community as a single pur
pose national defense installation under 
emergency conditions; and 

(4) the municipal services and other 
burdens imposed on the governmental or 
other entities at the community by the 
United States in its operations in the project 
area. 

b. Special interim payments may be made 
under the provisions of this section to · any 
governmental entity which-

( 1) has a special burden due to the re
quirements under law imposed upon it in 
assisting in effectuating the purposes of this 
act for which it will not otherwise receive 
adequate compensation or revenues; or 

(2) will suffer a tax loss or lapse in place of 
which it will not receive any other adequate 
revenues until the new governmental entities 
contemplated by this chapter are receiving 
their normal taxes · and performing their 
normal functions, 

c. Payments made under this section shall 
be payments made for special burdens im-

posed on the local governmental entities in 
accordance with the second sentence of sec
tion 168 of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954. 
Payments may be made under this section 
notwithstanding the provisions of 'the act of 
September 30, 1950 (Public Law 874, 8lst 
Cong) , as amended. 

d .. With respect to any entity not less than 
6 months prior to the expiration of the 10· 
year period referred to in subsection a, the 
Commission shall present to the Joint Com
_mittee on Atomic Energy its recommendation 
as to the need for any further contribution 
payments to such entity. If it recommends 
further contribution payments, it shall pro
pose a definite schedule of such contribution 
payments which will provide for an orderly 
and reasonably prompt withdraw'al of the 
Atomic Energy Commission from participa
tion in and contribution toward local gov
ernment. 

SEC. 92. Commission reductions: Any pay
ment which becomes due under section 91 
prior to the transfer of an municipal instal
lations at the community may be reduced 
by such amount as the Commission deter
mines to be equitable ·based on the municipal 
services then ).>eirig performed by the Com
mission, and the municipal services then 
being performed by such governmental en
tity. 

SEC. .93. Area of service: The payments 
made pursuant to section 91 to transferees 
of municipal installations are in anticipation 
that the respective recipients of those pay
ments furnish, or have furnished, for the 
community, the school, hospital, or other 
m.unicipal services in respect of which the 
payments are made. Any such payment may 
be withheld, in whole or in part, .if the Com
mission finds that the recipient is not fur
nishing such services for any part of the area. 
so designated. · 

SEC. 94. Commission contracts: The Com
mission is authorized, Without regard to 
section 3679 of the Revised Statutes, to enter 
into a contract with any governmental or 
other entity to which payments are required 
to be made pursuant to section 91, obligat
ing the Commission to make to such entity 
the payments as directed to be made by 
section 91. 

CHAPTER 10. TRANSFER OF FuNCTIONS, AND 
REVIEW 

SEC. 101. Transfer of functions: The Presi
dent is authorized to delegate the duties 
and responsib111ties placed on the Commis
sion by this act to such other agencies of the 
United States Government as are reasonably 
qualified to perform those duties and respon
sib111ties. The ' Presiden~ may delegate any 
or all of the duties and responsib111ties of the 
Commission in the operation of the com
munities to such other agencies of the United 
States Government that are reasonably quall• 
:fled to perform those duties and responsib111· 
ties. The Commission shall retain no financ
ing duties and responsibilities. 

SEC. 102. Review: The Commission shall 
present to the Joint Committee on Atomic 
Energy of the Congress a full review of its 
activities under this act every 3 years in 
addition to any other presentation which 
may be required or requested by the joint 
committee. . · 

SEC. 103. Joint Committee on Atomic En
ergy: The provisions of chapter 17 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 shall be applicable 
to all matters under this act. 

CHAPTER 11. GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 111. Powers of the Commission: The 
Commission shall have all powers conferred 
by the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, including 
the power to make, promulgate, . issue, re
scind, and amend such rules, regulations, 
and delegations as may be appropriate to 
carry out the provisions of this act and shall 
be subject to the limitations contained in 
chapter 14 of that act, Nothing c:ontained 
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1n this act shall impair the powers vested 
in the Commission by the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended, or any other law. 

SEC . . 112. Qualification to Purchase: No 
officer or employee of the Commission or of 
any other Federal agency (including officers 
and members of the Armed Forces) shall be 
disqualified from purchasing any property 
or exercising any right or privilege under 
this act, but no such officer or employee shall 
make any determination as to his own eli
gib1lity or priority, or as to valuation, price, 
or terms of sale and financing of property 
sold to him. 

SEC. 113. Contract forms: Contracts en
tered into pursuant to this act and other 
instruments executed pursuant to this act 
shall be in such form and contain such pro
visions, consistent with this act, as the Com
mission shall prescribe; and shall be as sim
ple and. concise as possible. Any mortgage 
shall contain terms which will place the 
United States in the same position, with re
spect to any mortgages it may hold under 
the provisions of. chapter 6, as that occupied 
by a private lender under the applicable 
State laws for the relief of mortgagors with 
respect to deficiency judgments. 

SEC. 114. Evidence: A deed, lease, contract, 
or other instrument executed by or on behalf 
of the Commission purporting to transfer 
title or any other interest in property dis
posed of pursuant to this act shall be con
clusive evidence of compliance with the pro
visions of this act and rules and regulations 
promulgated thereunder, insofar as concerns 
title or other interest of any bona fide grantee 
or transferee for value without notice of lack 
of such compliance, and his successors in 
title. 

SEc. 115. Administrative review: Determi
nations authorized by this act to be made by 
the Commission as to classification, priori
ties, prices, and terms and conditions of sale 
of property disposed under this action shall 
be subject to review only in accordance with 
such provisions for administrative review or 
reconsideration as the Commission may pre
scribe. 

$EC. 116: Repossession: The Commission is 
authorized to repossess any property sold by 
it in accordance with the terms of any con
tract to purchase, mortgage, or other instru
ment, and to sell or make any other disposi
tion of any property so repossessed and any 
property purchased by it pursuant to sec
tion 66. · 

SEC. 117. Net proceeds: The net proceeds 
derived by the Commission from the disposal 
of property pursuant to this act, after defray
ing expenses incident to appraisal, sale or 
other transfer and any financing under 
section 62, shall be covered into the Treasury. 
Annually, upon advice of the Commission, 
there shall be transferred to miscellaneous 
receipts of the Treasury such portion of such 
net proceeds as may no longer be needed to 
meet the contingent obligations provided for 
in subsection 118 c. 

SEC. 118. Appropriations: 
a. There are hereby authorized to be appro

priated such sums as may be necessary and 
appropriate to carry out the provisions and 
purposes of this act. . 

b. There are authorized to be appropriated 
the sum of $518,000 at Oak Ridge and the 
sum of $2,165,000 at Richland for construc
tion, modification, or expansion of municipal 
installations authorized to be transferred 
pursuant to chapter 8 of this act. 

c. As much as may be necessary of net pro
ceeds from section 117 are hereby appropri
a:ted and made available for use by the Com
mission (wi-thout fl.seal year limitations) to 
pay any costs, losses, expenses, or obligations 
incurred by the Commission in connection 
with obligations entered into pursuant to 
section 37 or section 63, with repossession or 
repurchase, rehabil1tation, and further dispo
sition pursuant to sections 63 through 66 and 
section 116, and with the defense and pay-

ment of any claims for preaches of warranties 
and covenants of title of any property dis
posed of pursuant to this act. 

SEC. 119. Separability of provisions: If 
any provisions of thls' act, or the application 
of such provision to any person or circum
stances, is held invalid, the remainder of 
this act or the application of such provision 
to persons or circumstances other than those 
as to which it is held invalid, shall not be 
affected thereby. 

AMENDMENT TO NATIONAL HOUSING ACT 
SEC. 201. Section 223 (a) of the National 

Housing Act, as amended, is further amended 
as follows: 

(a) After paragraph (3) thereof there is 
added the following new paragraph: 

" ( 4) executed in connection with the sale 
by the Government, or any agency or official 
thereof, of any housing (including any prop
erty acquired, held, or constructed in con
nection therewith or to serve the inhabitants 
thereof) pursuant to the Atomic Energy 
Community Act of 1955, as amended: Pro
vided, That such insurance shall be issued 
without regard to any preferences or priori
ties except those prescribed by the Atomic 
Energy Community Act of 1955, !tS amended; 
or". 

(b) The paragraph numbered (4) is re
numbered (5). 

(c) The paragraph numbered (5) is re
numbered (6) and is revised tQ read as fol
lows: 

"(6) executed in connection with the first 
resale, within 2 years from the date of its 
acquisition from the Government, of any por
tion of a project or property of the character 
described in paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and 
(4) above; or". 

~d) The paragraph numbered (6) is re
numbered (7) and the last proviso therein is 
amended by striking " ( 4) or ( 5) " and insert
ing "(4), (5), or (6)" and .by striking "(3), 
or ( 5) " and inserting " ( 3) , ( 4) , or ( 6) ". 
AMENDMENT TO PUBLIC LAW NO. 874, 81ST 

CONGRESS 
SEC. 202. Section 8 ( d) of the act of Sep

tember 30, 1950 (Public Law No. 874, 8lst 
Cong.), as amended, 'is further amended 
by adding, after the words "Indian Affairs", 
the following: ",or the availability of appro
priations for the making of payments di
rected to be made by section 91 of the Atomic 
Energy Community Act of 1955, as amended." 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

MR. T. K. QUINN'S REPLY TO REPRE
SENTATIVE REECE OF TENNESSEE 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, on June 
16, 1955, the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. REECE] extended his remarks in 
the RECORD in which he made certain 
unflattering references to Mr. T. K. 
Quinn. Again on June 29, 1955, the 
gentleman from Tennessee extended his 
remarks in the RECORD at which time he 
made further references to Mr. Quinn 
and referred back to his earlier remarks 
of June 16, 1955. It is my personal opin
ion that the gentleman from Tennessee 
has been misled and is under some er
roneous impressions both concerning 
what is contained in Mr. Quinn's writ
ings and concerning Mr. Quinn's record 
of outstanding public service. Mr. Quinn 
i~ a distinguished citizen, a man with 
long and successful experience within 
the big corporations about which he has 
written, and his writings and state
ments, in my opinion, deserve careful 

and respectful attention. Insofar as I 
am able to tell, Mr. Quinn has had but 
one objective in all of his writings
which is to make a .good economic sys
tem work even better and, particularly, 
to give small b·usiness a chance in this 
system. 

On July 7, l.955, Mr. Quinn wrote to 
me concernin;; the references made to 
him by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. REECE], as follows: 

JULY 7, 1955. 
DEAR MR. PATMAN: I have, only this week, 

had my attention called to Representative 
CARROLL REECE'S rather lengthy remarks 
about me which appeared , in the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD on June 16, 1955, and to which 
Representative REECE referred on June 29, 
saying, "I exposed the philosophy of T. K. 
Quinn." 

Since my philosophy ls constantly devel
oping with greater experience, new events, 
and more study and reflection, it may be 
premature to say that my philosophy has 
been fully exposed, even to myself. How
ever, Representative REECE'S remarks have 
occasioned me to review some of my writ
ings over the years, and I think that my 
expressions have not been as inconsistent as 
Representative REECE has been led to think. 
In any case I find a great deal of similarity 
of thinking in my first book written some 
15 years ago, my more recent book titled 
"Giant Business Threat to Democracy," and 
my new book, Reign of the Painted White 
Elephants, which is to be published this 
fall. 

The subjects of mergers, monopoly, giant 
corporations, and concentrated economic 
power overflowing into the political field 
need much more airing than they are get
ting from the press, which ls dangerously 
dependent on the advertising dollars of the 
giants.' The country needs more light and 
clarification. We are in a critical period in
volving the organization of our society, the 
preservation of small and independent busi
ness and of our revered democratic institu
tions. 

Representative REECE'S unflattering ap
praisal ·of me is in the main based upon 
two charges: First, an old, and I think un
founded, charge concerning my work With 
the War Production Board; and, second, a 
charge tha:t my position concerning giant 
business has been inconsistent over the 
years. . · 

The charge concerning my WPB record 
r.ests upon an old statement made by form"'r 
Congressman Jerry Voorhis, which Mr. Voor
his was later kind enough to state was made 
on misinformation. I quote a letter from 
Mr. Voorhis to me dated July 5, 1955, as fol· 
lows: 
' tMr. T. K. QUINN, 

"New York, N. Y. 
"DEAR MR. QtrINN: It is with profound re

gret and great alarm that I learned of the 
attack made upon you and your fine record 
of service to the American people in the 
House of Representatives recently. I am cer
tain that the Congressman who made these 
remarks did so out of misinformation and it 
is a source of profound regret to me that an 
old extension o! remarks of my own ap
parently contributed to that misinformation. 

"I believed very strongly during the war 
period, as I do today, that the system o! 
having the Government employ the services 
of outstanding individuals on a so-called 
dollar-a-year basis is wrong. I think the 
Government should pay people in· all cases 
J'. salary reasonably commensurate with what 
they are worth. I was frankly concerned 
about this problem during. the war period. 

"On one occasion a man in whom I had 
great confidence came to me with certain 
information respecting the publication of a. 
new manual on management-labor relations. 
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This man, mistakenly as I now know, felt 
that there was something improper . about 
your publishing this book and promoting its 
sale wllile you were serving as a War Pro· 
duction Board executive. As you know, I 
included this material furnished by this man 
in an extension of my remarks published in · 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and I have re
gretted that I ever did so. 

"I feel it is inexcusable that I did not tele
phone you first to ascertain the full facts. 
Had I done so I would have found that your 
whole purpose in the publication of this 
manual was to try to carry over into peace· 
time some of the harmonious relationships 
between management and labor which had 
developed during the war period. I would 
have found out that you were devoting any 
receipts over and above the actual costs of 
publication of this manual to contributions 
to the Red Cross ·and it was therefore quite 
impossible for you to derive any personal 
profit or advantage from this undertaking. 

I am writing this letter in the hope that it 
may in some measure correct the RECORD and 
also to express my very sincere regard for 
you as a · person and as a leader of American 
thought. · 

"Sincerely yours, 
"JERRY VOORHIS, 
"Executive Director." 

With respect to my work with the War 
Production Board, I worked wholeheartedly 
for labor-manage~ent peace and the suc· 
cessful outcome of the war, with no political 
or other ambitions whatever. When the 
war was over, hoping to preserve something 
of the constructive relationships we had de· 
veloped and to avoid the postwar labor 
troubles which I foresaw, I sought to have 
printed the results of our .work. There was 
no appropriation, and I therefore printed a 
manual at my own expense. First, however •. 
I took the manuscript to John Lord O'Brian, 
the WPB counsel, pointing out to him an 
opening paragraph in which I explained that 
1f the proceeds of the .manual exceeded its . 
cost the balance .wou1µ . be donated to the 
American Red Cross. If there was a loss I 
was obliged to absorb it, and I did. Mr. 
O'Brian's advice was, "Since you are bent 
upon doing good, go ahead; you will get hell . 
anyway." A wise man. 

In marked contrast to Mr. REECE'S im· 
pression of my work, Mr .. Donald Nelson, the 
able Chief of the War Production Board, has 
the foliowing to say in his book, Arsenal of 
Democracy, page 327: 

"In June 1943, T. K. Quinn, president of 
Maxon, Inc., a national advertising agency,_ 
resigned his position to become a dollar-a· 
year Director .General of the War Production 
Drive. He was at one time vice president of 
General Electric and chairman of the GE . 
Finance Corp., which he organized. Ted en· 
larged the division, reorganized procedures, 

·published a weekly paper for war plants, con· 
ducted specific industry campaigns, and 
widely publicized the drive. Under his su· 
pervision the number of committees in suc· 
cessful operation was raised from 2,000 to 
more than 5,000 by the fall of 1944." 

Mr. REECE'S charge of inconsistency in my 
writings over the years rests upon his belief 
that my earlier writings condoned all aspects 
of big business and that my later writings 
have been an attack upon all aspects of big 
business. And there is a suggestion left 
that I have done this about-face "because 
some were successful and his Monitor cor
poration was not, the system is at fault.'' 
Actually I think that the book of mine from 
which Mr. REECE'S remarks quote extensively, 
a book titled "Liberty, Employment, and 
No More Wars," is not inconsistent, but 
supports to a surprising degree many of 
my present views. Here, for example, are 
some quotations from that book which were 
apparently not called to Mr. REECE'S atten· 
tion. They express considerable concern over 
centralized ecortomic power and indicate that 
at that time [ held beliefs which were just 

the opposite to those suggested by extracts 
which the gentleman from Tennessee [MT. 
REECE] has quoted from this same book. 
On~p~: . 
"Centralization is evil. NOW the evil in all 

these instances is centralization itself, who· 
ever practices it. Centralization is evil be· 
cause it is essentially inhuman. It imper· 
sonalizes, disregards the individual and un· 
dE!rtakes by remote regulation to control 
human situations which it never sees, feels, 
nor understands. Any vaunted 'efficiency' 
which it claims can be attained only at the 
cost and sacrifice of human values." 

On page 53: 
"Centralization of power and authority 

elsewhere whether political or economic al· 
ways takes from the individual something 
of strength and character which is vital to 
his existence as a self-reliant freeman. It 
is basically un-American regardless of the 
form of the transfer. Any kind of remote 
control amounts to slavery or subordina· 
tion which must always be repugnant to 
those for whom liberty is the very breath of 
life itself. Those who lose their freedom 
lose what is strongest and noblest in them.'' 

On page 54: 
"Let Americans serve notice µpon the sep· 

arate groups, upon unionists, farm blocs, em· 
players, social planners, and all of the ism 
adherents, that if there actually had to be 
any all-powerful, all-controlling factor in 
this country why, of course, we much prefer 
that it be a strong government, responsible 
to all of the people. For at least we still have 
a vote, all of us, in determining its personnel 
and conduct and we all have a Constitution 
to protect the rights of minorities and keep 
our national train on its all-for-one and one· 
for-all track. All other group rulership is 
lawless because it represents only its selfish 
interest and is therefore intolerable to the 
people as a whole." 

On page 57: 
"In this book I am primarily interested in 

pointing the way through a new American 
decentralization and teamwork toward the 
objectives which we can and must meet with· 
out trying to blueprint the future. We must 
not expect to have a world or a society that 
is much better than the people in it, and 
better people is the first hurdle, as Justice 
Holmes explained years ago. But the people 
we have are generally better than we think 
they are. One of the great difficulties is that 
the very best of them are not the acquisitive, 
aggressive, selfish, praise-loving, power-seek· 
ing people so often found in many political 
and economic high places. In the very 
nature of our limited competition those 
whom society so noisily rewards for pushing· 
their way into notice and position often 
stand consciously or unconsciously in the 
way of progress. Had they been more con· 
siderate and generous they might never have 
attained this eminence. The cause of the 
greatest number may have to be advanced in. 
spite of some of them." 

All of this, representing the heart of what 
I undertook to say, is entirely consistent 
with everything I have ever said and still 
believe. In this same old book I also went 
on to show that unrestricted competition will 
not work to the best interests of society. 

On page 87: ' 
"In passing, I must point a finger of moral 

and social disapproval at those corporations 
which, having established themselves in 
some one industrial field, take advantage of 
their financial positions to move into unre
lated lines, where they contribute nothing 
and often cut prices ruinously. The wanton, 
adroit method ls to go after the cream or 
easy picking in the other field. Thus the 
position gained in one industrial line enables 
a large competitor to become a destructive 
raider In another." 

In order to understand my writings on 
the problems raised by giant business firms, 
it is important ·to recognize the difference be· 
tween a $10 million, $100 million, and billion 

or mtiltibillion dollar business. I have never· 
opposed necessary big business. A corpora .. ' 
tion can be a national asset and still be 
dangerous. Up to a point; size is essential 
to genuine efficiency and I say so in several 
of Mr. REECE'S selections. There are indeed 
techniques of production that require acer
tain minimum volume. Bigness does make 
for efficiency-up to a point. But this does 
not begin to justify United States Steel's 
combination of 149 other corporations. It 
doe& not .justify $10 billion General Motors 
being ·in the clothes washing machine busi· 
ness or General Electric's ownership of a 
steel mill among some 90 other corporations. 
Nor dbes it justify outright, financial mon
sterism arranged solely for purposes of capital 
power and market domination contrary to 
every tenet of American economic freedom 
and opportunity. 

I do now and always have favored con·· 
structive competition of the kind which 
the giants are now throttling. But not all 
competition is constructive. Without fair 
and reasonable governmental restrictions
which he opposes-competition can lead to 
the elimination of all but a few giants. Do 
we need anything more than a mere refer· 
ence to the automobile industry to prove ·the 
point? There are only 5 producers left and 
2 of them are in mortal danger. Competi· 
tion is not a god. The Government should 
act to prevent the bankruptcy of American 
Motors and Studebaker-Packard when the 
time comes. 

It becomes just a little more difficult to 
understand that monopoly, on the other 
hand, is also intolerable. Thus unrestricted 
competition and monopoly have a polari~y. 
In large areas of our economy price compe· 
titian has been eliminated, along with free 
enterprise and open opportunity. Mr. Ben· 
jamin Fairless admitted to the Senate Ful· 
bright committee this year that there is ·no 
price competition in tl,le steel industry. 
After the recent wage increases the price of 
steel was increased by $7.50 a ton and by all 
of the producers. No one announced a $7 
increase or a $7.25 increase but an identical 
$7.50 increase by all, in unison. Similar 
price conditions prevail in many other in· 
dustries which have crowded free enterprise 
and even constructive competition to the · 
wall. What we actually have in America to· 
day is not a system of free enterprise as is so 
often misrepresented. We have a partially 
managed and partially free economy. 

With respect to certain other a.negations, 
I should explain that efficiency has a narrow 
and also a broad social meaning. What is . 
good for General Motors may be bad for tne 
country, Mr. Wilson to the contrary notwith· 
standing. It does not answer my assertion 
that General Motors used its power to secure 
more than its share of postwar steel, for ex· 
ample, by presenting figures that in the years 
from 1946 to 1960-years of steel shortage
General Motors increased its · share of the 
passenger car market from 38 percent to 46 
percent. That is ·pi:ecisely my point. The 
corporation was not only able to increase 
its proportion of automobile passenger busi
ness, but also its other metal production 
business, in many instances to the disaster 
of its helpless rivals; It has loaned millions 
to preempt steel supplies. 

Broadly, giant business has not shouldered 
its social responsibility since the war. In· 
stead, it has fought minimum hours and fair 
wages-purchasing power-social security, 
intelligent planning, and in fact, most of the 
progressive measures. At the same time it 
opposed all price controls and in many in
stances exacts enormous profits. I should 
say now that it must pay in taxes for what 
it has by default required the Government to 
undertake. Largely through the expansion 
of private and public credit, business has 
kept booming and will, but for how long .we 
do not know. These are new conditions sub
sequent to my early book. My viewpoint 
here has cha,nged with new developments. 
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I still believe that a man of outstanding 
ability has a greater potential in a big busi
ness or a big county then in a small one, 
thinking only in terms of business, and pro
vided you can find him and help him to 
develop. But in monster corporations he ·is 
lost. Moreover, the constant absorptions 
and mergers by giant corporations, particu
larly since the war .and in the past 3 years, 
is decreasing proportionately the number of 
top .jobs so that today even college graduates 
and white-collar men can look forward only 
to subordinate positions--see my new Oc
tober 1955 book, Reign of the Painted White 
Elephants. 

I have always believed that giant corpora
tions should not be broken up "regardless of 
manufacturing costs and efficiencies." On 
the other hand, giant corporations are not 
always organized today wholly on the basis 
of efficiency; nor do I believe, as the gentle
man from Tennessee [Mr. REECE] seems to 
argue, that the antitrust laws have been 
effective. I would have to say, "Look around 
you at the giant mergers and combinations 
and the combinations of combinations which 
both the . Sherman law and the Clayton Act 
were intended to prevent. How many merg
ers are being prevented today under the 
present undeclared open season?" There 
have been thousands of. them in the Indus:. 
trial field, and the banks have so merged 
that today only 10 of them have 46 percent 
of the total deposits. Giant corporations are 
reaching out in all directions for .purely 
market power, excessive profits, and domi
nating capital positions, and they have en
tirely too much political as well as economic 
power. 

Sincerely yours, 
T. K. QUINN, 

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE 
SENATE 

A further message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Carrell, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate agr~es to the report of 
the committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes Of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
<H. R. 7278) entitled "An act making 
supplemental appropriations for the fls,. 
cal year ending June 30, 1956, and for 
other purposes." · 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House .to Senate amendments Nos. 3, 22, 
23, 25, 27, 31, 33, 35, 56, 75, 76, 84, 93, 
104, 109, 116, and 123, to the above
entitled bill. 

The messag.e also announced that the 
Senate recedes from its amendment No. 
62. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. 2576. Ari act to amend the joint reso
lution entitled "Joint resolution to authorize 
the merger of street-railway corporations 
operating in the ' District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes,'' approved January 14, 
1933, and for other purposes • . 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the amendments of the 
House to a bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 

s. 2260. An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the States of Arkansas, Louisi
ana, Oklahoma, and Texas to negotiate and 
enter into a compact relating to their inter
ests in, and the apportionment of, the waters 
of the Red River and its tributaries. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendment to 
the bill <H: R. 4048) entitled "An act 
making recommendations to the States 
for the enactment of legislation to per
mit and assist Federal personnel, illclud· 
ing members of the Armed Forces, and 
their families, to exercise -their voting 
franchise, and for other purposes," dis
agreed to by the House ; agrees to the 
conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints Mr. GREEN, Mr. 
GORE, and Mr. CURTIS to be the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate disagrees to the amendment of 
the House to the bill (S. 2391) entitled 
"An act to amend the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, and for 
other purposes"; requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and ap· 
points Mr. SPARKMAN, Mr. DOUGLAS, Mr. 
MORSE, Mr. CAPEHART, and Mr. BRICKER 
to be the conferees on the . part of the. 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com· 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend· 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
100) entitled "An act to permit the min· 
ing development, and utilization of the 
mineral resources of all public lands 
withdrawn or · reserved for. power devel
opment, and for· either purposes." 

AMENDING THE DEFENSE PRODUC· 
TION ACT OF 1950, AS AMENDED 
Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the further con
sideration of the bill <H. R. 7470) to 
amend the Defense Production Act of 
1950, as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the-Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 7470, with 
Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the commit

tee rose on yesterday, the Clerk had read 
section 1 of the bill. If there are no 
amendments to this section the Clerk 
will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SEc. 2. Subsection (c) of section 701 of the 

Defense Production Act of 1950, as amended, 
is amended to read as follows: 

"(c) Whenever the President invokes the 
powers given him in this act to allocate any 
material in the civilian market, he shall do 
so in such a manner as to make available, 
so far as practicable, for business and various 
segments thereof in t~e normal channel of 
distribution of ·such material, a fair share of 
the available civ111an supply based. so .far as 
practicable, on the share received by such 
business under normal conditions during a. 
representative period preceding any future 
allocation of materials: Provided, That the 
President shall, in the allocation of mate· 
rials in the civilian moarket, give due con
sideration to the needs of new concerns and 
newly acquired operations, undue hard
ships of individual businesses, and the needs 

·of smaller concerns in an industry.'~ 

SEC. S. Section 708 of the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, 1s amerided-

( 1) by inserting before the periOd at the 
end of the first sentence of subsection (b) a 
colon and the following: "Provided, however, 
That after the enactment of the Defense 
Production Act Amendments of 1955, the ex
emption from the prohibitions of the anti
trust laws and the Federal Trade Commis
sion Act of the United States shall apply only 
( 1) to acts and omissions to act requested by 
the President or his duly authorized delegate 
pursuant to duly approved voluntary agree
ments or programs relating solely to the ex
change between actual or prospective con
tractors of technical or other information, 
production techniques, and patents or patent 
rights, relating to equipment used primarily 
by or for the military which is being pro
cured by the Department of Defense or any 
department thereof, and the exchange of ma
terials, equipment, and personnel to be used 
in the production of such equipment. The 
Attorney General shall review each of the 
voluntary .agreements and programs covered 
by this section, and the activities being car
ried on thereunder, and, if he finds, after 
such review and after consultation with the 
Director of the Oftlce of Defense Mobilization 
and other interested agencies, that the ad
verse effects of any such agreement or pro
gram on the competitive free enterprise sys
tem outweigh the benefits of the agreement 
or program to the national defense, he shall 
Withdraw his approval in accordance with 
subsection (d) of this section. This review 
and determination shall be made within 
ninety days after the enactm.ent of the De· 
fense PrOduction Act Amendments of 1955."; 

( 2) by inserting in subsection ( d) 1;hereof 
after the word "hereunder" the following: ", 
or upon, withdrawal by the Attorney General 
of his approval of the voluntary agreement or 
program on which the request or finding is 
based,"; 

(3) by inserting after the ftrst sentence of 
subsection ( e) thereof the following new 
sentence: "Such surveys, and the reports 
hereafter required, shall include studies of 
the voluntary agreements and programs au:. 
thorized by this section."; 

(4) by striking out from the last sentence 
pf subsection ( e) thereof the words "at 
such times thereafter as he deems 'desirable" , 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words "at 
least once every three months". . 

SEC. 4. Section 710 (b) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, is 
amended to read as follows: 

"(b) (1) The President is further author
ized, to the extent he deems it necessary and 
appropriate in order to carry out the provi
sions of this act, and subject to such regula
tions as he may issue, to employ persons of 
outstanding experience and ab111ty without 
compensat~on; . 

"(2) The President shall be guided in the 
exercise of the authority provided in this 
subsection by the following policies: . , 

"(i) So far as possible, operations under 
the act shall be carried on by full-time, sal- . 
aried employees of the Government, and 
appointments under this authority shall be 
to advisory or consultative positions only. 

"(11) Appointments to positions other than 
advisory or consultative may be ma.de under 
this authority only when the requirements 
of the position are such that the incumbent 
must personally possess outstanding experi
ence and ability not obtainable on a full~ 
time, salaried basis. 

"(111) In the appointment o! personnel and 
in assignment of their duties, the head of 
the department or agency involved shall take 
steps to a.void, to as great an extent as pos
sible, any conftict between the governmental 
duties and the private interests of such per
sonnel. 

"(3) Any person appointed under the au
thority of this subsection shall file, under 
oath, with the head of the employing agency 
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at the time of employment a full and com
plete report of his outside connections, list
ing all personal and financial relationships 
which he has or had within 12 months prior 
to his appointment with any person, firm. 
corporation, or other entity, or any trade or
-ganization, labor union or similar organiza
tion, and he shall file monthly thereafter, 
under oath, so long as his appointment shall 
be in effect, any changes in such outside con
nections. 

"(4) Appointees under this subsection (b) 
shall, when policy matters are involved, be 
limited to advising appropriate full-time 
salaried Government officials who are re
sponsible for making policy decisions. 

" ( 5) Any person employed under this sub
section (b) is hereby exempted, with respect 
to such employment, from the operation of 
sections 281, 283, 284, 434, and 1914 of title 
18, United States Code, and section 190 of 
the Revised Statutes ( 5 U. S. C. 99) , except 
that-

"(i) exemption hereunder shall not ex
tend to the negotiation or execution, by such 
appointee, of Government contracts with the 
private employer of such appointee or with 
any corporation, joint stock company, asso
ciation, firm, partnership, or other entity in 
the pecuniary profits or contracts of which 
the appointee has any direct or indirect in-
terest; ; 

"(11) exemption hereunder shall not ex
tend to making any recommendation or tak
ing any action with respect to individual 
applications to the Government for relief or 
assistance, on appeal or otherwise, under the 
provisions of the act made by the private 
employer of the appointee or by any corpora
tion, joint stock company, association, firm, 
partnership, . or other entity in the pecuniary 
t>rofits or contracts of which the appointee 
has any direct or indirect interest; · 

"(lii) exemption here.under shall not ex
tend to the prosecution by the appointee, or 
participation by the appointee in any fashion 
in the prosecution, of any claims against the 
Government involving any matter concern
ing which the appointee . had any responsi
bility during his employment under this 
subsection, during the period of such em..
ployment and the further period of 2 rears 
after the termination of such employment: 
and 

. "(iv) exemption hereunder shall not ex
tend to the receipt or payment of salary in 
t:onnection with the appointee's Government 
fiervice hereunder from any source other than 
the private employer of the appointee at the 
time of his appointment hereunder. 

"(6) Appointments under this subsection 
(b) shall be supported by written certifica
tion by the head of •the employing depart
ment or agency-

. "(i) that the appointment is necessary 
and appropriate in order to carry out the pro
vlstons o! the act; 
· "(11) that the duties of the position to 
which the appointment is being made re
'quire outstanding experience and ability; 

"(111) that the appointee has the outstand
ing experience and ability required b-y the 
position; and 

"(iv) that the department or agency head 
has been unable to obtain a person with the 
qualifications necessary for the position on 
a full-time, salaried basis. 

"(7) The heads of the departments or 
agencies making appointments under this 
subsection (b) shall file with the Division 
of the Federal Register a statement includ
~ng the name of the appointee, the employ
ing department or agency, the title of his 
position, and the name of his private em-
ployer. · 

"(8) At least o'nce every 3 months the 
Chairman of the United States Civil Service 
Commission shall survey appointments mlj.de 
under this subsection and shall report his 
findings to the President and the Joint CO:m· 
mlttee on Defense Production and make such 
recommendations as he may deem proper." 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I off er 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PATMAN: On 

page 4, line 7, strike out line 7 and all that 
follows down to line 4 on page 8 and insert: 
~'SEC. 4. Section 710 (b) of the Defense Pro
P,uction Act of 1950, as amended, is hereby 
repealed. 

TO PREVENT W. O. C. EMPLOYEES 
Mr. PATMAN. This amendment 

really means that we shall not have any 
w. o. c.'s, that is, employees of the Gov
ernment serving without compensation. 
It strikes out the section which makes 
that possible. The discussion yesterday 
is in the RECORD this morning, and I do 
not think it is necessary to take up too 
much time because the issue is well 
known and, I believe, the Members have 
their minds pretty well made up. This 
is an attempt to perpetuate in a time of 
peace something that we have never 
heretofore allowed except in time of war. 
I am in accord with the policy of the 
Government that during a war or great 
national emergency, when patriotism is 
the first consideration, it is all right for 
us to calt in people who are representing 
great corporations with a particular 
know-how to advise with them. In time 
of war that is all right. But in time of 
peace, it could amount to permitting the 
Government to be used as a vehicle for 
private business and private concerns 
when it, permits people with a con:ft.ict of 
interest to serve in a governmental ca
pacity and at the same time receive pay 
_from their employers. 

SERVE TWO MASTERS 

, The question is which one would the 
employee serve more faithfully and Icy
. ally, the Government of the United 
States, from whom he is receiving noth
ing, or his private employer, to whom 
he is greatly obligated? This private 
employer over the· years has been good 
to his employee; the employee's future 
is wrapped up in his employer. Now 
which is he going to serve? You kno~ 
.it is awfully hard for a person to serve 
2 masters, yet this permits a person 
to s.erve 2 masterS-:.tl)e Government 
and his private employer-when the 
Government pays him · nothing and the 
private employer pays him a good salary, 

I do not think it should be permitted 
in time of peace. · If we were to permit 
this bill to become law·like it is, it would 
be the first time in the history of this 
Republic, commencing in 1789, when we 
have ever permitted people to serve 
without pay during time of peace and 
serve their private employer at the same 
time. 

So thls is attempting to perpetuate 
a new policy; it is in violation of all 
our traditions of the past. I do not 
think we should undertake it. If we 
neecl people with certain qualifications 
and experience in the Government in 
time of peace, we should be able to obtain 
and pay career employees who could do 
this type of work and should not rely 
upon private business in time of peace. 

But you know it will be contended 
that this is a national emergency, that 
this bill carries a national emergency. 
I contend it does not, because if it in
volved a national emergency it would 
carry more powers. In a national emer-

gency it would carry standby authority 
to the President to invoke price controls, 
wage controls, allocations, allotments, 
and everything like that which normally 
goes along with a great national emer
gency or war. 

This bill does not carry any such pro
vision as that; therefore, · it cannot be 
said that it is meeting a great national 
emergency, because it is not; it does not 
carry normal standby powers for a na
tional emergency, and I ask you to con
sider this. I know each . Member has 
his own views, and I am not capable 
of changing anyone's mind; I am not 
attempting to, but I do hope you seri
ously consider this one fact. If you 
pass this bill like it is even by attempt
ing to place limitations and restrictions 
upon it, that still will ·not get the job 
done. If you pass it like it is you are 
commencing for the first time in the 
history of this Republic a new policy, 
that of letting people serve in the Gov
ernment and have a conflict of inter
ests by serving private employers at the 
same time. 

I hope you strike .this out. 
Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Chair

man, I rise in opposition to the amend
ment. 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Chair
man, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
PATMAN] states that he would be for 
some of the dollar-a-year men if it were 
in time of war or great national emer
gency. He admits the need under those 
circumstances. Are we not ln great na
tional emergency now? We are spend
ing $40 billion a year in preparation for 
peace or for war. This is certainly con
vincing evidence that we are in a national 
emergency . 

The Director, Dr. Flemming, said there 
is a national emergency. If there is no 
national emergency, why do we want this 
bill at all? · 

We will :Q.ever be caught as we were 
before World War I and World War II. 
We are going ·to be ready to fight and 
we are going to stay ready to fight 
always. · 

The man who administers the act 
says: Give me the tools for me to do 
the job. We have certain specialists in 
private 'enterprise that we do ·not have 
in Government, and we need them. We 
cannot find substitutes for them. Are 
we going to fail to give him those men? 
I thought we were satisfied in the com
mittee after we adopted this amend'i" 
ment that I offered which gives all the 
safeguards necessary to protect the 
Government. I thought we had satis:. 
fied the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
PATMAN]. We put all the safeguards that 
we possibly could put around this · so 
that there will be no further abuse along 
these lines. 

When ex-President Truman was Sen
ator, he was chairm;:tn of an investigat
ing committee of the other body. At 
that time he wanted to do away with 
the dollar-a-year men. After he became 
President of the United States he 
changed his mind because he could not 
find certain specialists · 1n Government 
and had to go to private enterprise for 
them. 

Mr. ·PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. BROWN of Georgia. I yield to 

the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. PATMAN. Is it not a fact that 

he changed his mind during the war, 
right after the Korean war started? 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. That may 
be true, but he changed his mind on ac
count of a national emergency like this 
is and it is a national emergency as long 
as you are spending $40 billion a year 
for preparation for national defense. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. I yield to 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I have 
observed the gentleman a good many 
years and I believe that what he says 
is his firm conviction. Is it the gentle
man's conviction that the patriotic im
pulse of these men to serve the Govern
ment in time of need would overcome 
the temptation to take money or influ
ence on the side? 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. The gentle
man is correct. You cannot get m·en 
with certain specialized training and ex
perience who are receiving large salaries, 
$40,000 or $50,000 a year, to come into 
the Government for just a few months at 
small salaries. 

We put all the safeguards in this bill 
we could in order to get good men and 
I do not see how anyone can oppose it. 

Let me read what the safeguards are. 
President Truman issued an order after 
he became President of the United States 
placing safeguards around dollar-a-year 
appointments. That was an Executive 
order that was issued. Now for the first 
time we are putting it in this bill. That 
is not the only curb we have. Let me 
read some of the others. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. I yield to 
the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. PATMAN. Is it not a fact that 
the curb he imposed was during war
times? If those curbs were neces
sary in time of war should we not have 
additional curbs away beyond what we 
have, if at all? 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. We are do
ing more today getting ready for peace 
or for war than we ever did during the 
time the fighting was going on. 

This Executive Order 10182 issued by 
the President and other pertinent re
strictions are included in the bill. This 
is the first time that the Truman order 
has been made law. 

Section 4 (1) limits the role of w. o. c. 
personnel when policy matters are in .. 
volved to advising appropriate full-time 
salaried officials who are responsible for 
making policy decisions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Georgia has expired. 

(By unanimous consent <at the re .. 
quest of Mr . . BROWN of Georgia) Mr. 
BROWN of Georgia was· permitted to pro .. 
ceed for 5 addtional minutes.> 

Mr. BROWN of Georgia. Mr. Chair
man, these dollar-a-year men cannot 
make policy. They can only advise. 

Section 4 (2) requires every appointee 
to file · under oath· with the head of his 
employing agency at the time of his em .. 
ployment a full and complete repart of 
his outside -connections, listing all per-

sonal and financial relationships which 
he has at that time, or has had within 
12 months prior to his appointment, with 
any person, firm, corporation, or other 
entity, or any trade organization, labor 
union, or similar organization. The ap
pointee would also be required to file 
monthly thereafter, under oath, during 
the period of his appointment any 
changes in his outside connections and 
(3) requires the Chairman of the Civil 
Service Commission to file with the Joint 
Committee on Defense Production the 
findings of his quarterly surveys of 
w. o. c. appointments together with his 
recommendations with respect thereto. 
I believe these provisions will provide 
adequate safeguards against any future 

.abuse. 
At present there is a relatively small 

number of w. o. c.'s on the Government's 
rolls, but they are rendering important 
service to the mobilization program. The 
use of section 710 to provide the Govern
ment with the services of high-caliber 
men during the present emergency has 
been highly successful and should be 
continued. The termination of this au
thority would be a grave blow to national 
defense. I strongly urge that the House 
will follow the recommendations of its 
Committee on Banking and Currency in 
regard tow. o. c.'s. 

In some instances men with good qual
ification are found in the Government 
career service, but in others they are 
available only iri private life-in indus
trial concerns, labor unions, universi
ties, and the various professions. Many 
of them are financially able to accept 
Government employment on civil-service 
.salaries, but others are economically 
committed to an extent that would not 
permit so great a reduction in their in
come. As you know the salaries of Gov
ernment executives are not generally on 
·a par with those of private enterprise. 
Under such circumstances the experience 
of that type of person can be obtained 
only if he can be appointed without com
pensation and can continue to receive 
his salary from private sources. Men 
from private life appointed on aw. o. c. 

·basis, or its equivalent World War II 
basis of $1 a year, have rendered out .. 
standing services during periods of mo .. 
bilization--essential services which could 
not be obtained in a comparable degree 
by any other means. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we think we have 
placed all the safeguards that are nec
essary to protect the Government from 
any abuses by thew. o. c.'s. We know 
that Mr. Flemming cannot do a good job 
in carrying out the intention of Con
gress without some of these specialists 
from private enterprise, since he can
not get them from Government. And 
he will not secure any from private en
terprise if he can find qualified men in 
Government. 

I certainly hope you will vote down 
this amendment by my esteemed friend 
from Texas. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I think this particular 
amendment does raise a very important 
question and one that deserves the most 
serious consideration of the Members of 
this House. I have considerable sym-

pathy with what the gentleman from 
Texas said in his remarks. He has 
pointed out some points which we should 
and must consider. It is not easy; it is 
difficult. I have not thought too highly 
of every dollar-a-year man in the past 
working for the Government, whether in 
time of peace or in war, and I think we 
should exercise great caution and re
straint and sound judgment before 
smearing or condemning some of the 
men who have been unjustly accused 
and smeared even by some of the Gov
ernment agencies in days gone by and 
particularly at the present time. 

In yesterday's Washington Daily News 
there was an article by Peter Edson en
titled "How Much Patriotism? How 
Much Profit?" It poses this question of 
how we can get top-grade executives, 
men of long and successful business ex
perience, to serve their Government in 
times of great emergency, of war. I 
think we all have to agree, too, that it 
would be much easier for a man to serve 
unselfishly out of pure patriotism and 
without any hope of reward or profit in 
time of war than in time of peace. To
day we are neither in war nor peace, 
which makes our decision all the more 
difficult. 

In this article of yesterday by Peter 
Edson he says, after citing several cases 
that have been brought to the public's 
attention: 

Still another mixup has now come to light 
in a case going back to the Truman adminis
tration. It is revealed by Senator JOHN J. 
WILLIAMS, Republican, Delaware, and Comp
troller General Joseph Ca:rµpbell. 

They charge that the Government lost 
$325,000 on a zinc-supply contract for the 
defense stockpile. The contract was with 
Mid-Continent Supply Co., of St. Paul. It 
was made by former General Services Ad
ministrator Jess Larson on recommendation 
of Howard I. Young, his dollar-a-year metals 
adviser, who was also president of American 
Zinc, Lead & Smelting Co., St. Louis. 

The Mid-Continent zinc was to be refined 
by American Zinc Co., of Illinois, a subsidiary 
of the St. Louis company in which Mr. 
Young's spn, R. A. Young, was vice president. 

Comptroller General Campbell has sug
gested a possible conflict of interest in this 
case, though both Larson and the Youngs 
deny there was anything wrong, and say it 
was all in the national interest. 

I agree completely with the gentleman 
-from Texas [Mr. PATMAN] that no man 
can serve two masters. We cannot serve 
God and Mammon. I want to assure the 
Members of this House that the only God 
served in this particular instance is the 
Father of us all, and~ not Mr. Young's 
company or any other company in which 
he has a seltlsh interest. His In.ind, 
heart, and hands are clean and there 
are no fears as to the outcome. It is not 
only indiscreet but positively wicked to 
charge a great patriot who has given so 
unselfishly of his time, money, and effort 
to serve our country in a time of crisis. 

Mr. Speaker, let us not drive away the 
biggest brains, the best hearts, and 
greatest patriots from the service of our 
country in tiine of need. 

I want to say to the Members of this 
House that I have known Howard I. 
Young for 30 years. He is one of the 
finest Christian gentlemen, of unj.m
peachable integrity, absolute honesty, 
and pure patriotism that I have ever 
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known. He enjoys the highest con
fidence, the greatest trust and respect, 
not only of his associates in the mining 
industry, but of all the people, regardless 
of religion or politics, down in the 7th 
Congressional District which I have the 
honor to represent and in which Mr. 
Young was lucky enough to be born. 
He comes from Stotts City and Joplin, 
Mo., and at the present time lives in 
the city of St. Louis. 

After these wild and reckless charges 
were made by the agency of this Con
gress, not by the Executive Department, 
but by the Comptroller General's Office, 
after hearings were held and the story 
was told-and the report should never 
have been made until the facts were 
known in advance--! was happy to 
read in yesterday afternoon's edition of 
the Washington Star this article on the 
front page: "United States Retracts Ac
cusation Against $1-a-Year Man." 

This is by the Associated Press and, 
as I said, on the front page of the Star 
of yesterday afternoon. I think this is 
very important: 

The Office of Comptroller General Joseph 
Campbell says it was wrong in two accusa
tions of wrongdoing · against Howard I. 
Young, a Government . dollar-a-year man in 
1951-2, and was dropping them. 

Mr. Young is president of American Zinc, 
Lead & Smelting Co., of St. Louis. He 
retained his position with the company 
when he was an official in the Defense Ma
terials Procurement Agency during the Tru
man administration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHORT] 
has expired. 

CBy unanimous consent, Mr. SHORT was 
allowed to proceed for 5 additional 
minutes.) 

Mr. SHORT-
Allegations of "con:flict of interest" in Mr. 

Young's handling of some zinc contracts 
during his time with the DMPA were made 
by Mr. Campbell July 7. The Senate-House 
Defense Production Committee conducted an 
inqu.iry. Yesterday, the comniittee made 
public testimony taken the day before behind 
closed doors in which Mr. Campbell's office 
said two of its charges against Mr. Young 
were based on wrong information. 

The charges were that Mr. Young's firm 
sold $60,000 worth of machinery to the Mid
Continent Mining Co. after Mr. Young helped 
to promote a DMPA loan .to Mid-Continent--

Which is untrue-
and that Mr. Young's firm sold 1,167 tons 
of zinc to the stockpile at a price 1 % cents 
a pound above the market price. 

That Ls also untrue. We do not have 
all the evidence. Even so times and 
conditions change. 

The transcript of the committee meeting 
quoted Frank H. Weitzel, Assistant Comp-
troller General- -

Who is taking the rap for his superiors 
for the serious mistake made-
as testifying that "we admit we were wrong" 
and that the Comptroller General was drop-
ping the accusations. · 

The transcript also quoted Mr. Young's 
lawyer, John F. Lane, as accusing the Gen
eral Accounting Office, which Mr. Campbell 
heads, of bias and prejudice against his 
client. 

Mr. Young has said in sworn testimony be
fore the committee that he never made any 

money for himself or his firm from Govern• 
ment contracts which he had handled. 

The committee did not say what steps 1t 
might take next. 

But I hope they will follow the rec
ommendation made by Mr. Young's 
attorney: 

1. That we be relieved of any further obli
gation to this committee to discuss the GAO 
report with the GAO. 

2. That the committee direct the Comp
troller General to withdraw all copies of his 
report on the grounds that its erroneous, 
misleading inferences, inaccuracies and lack 
of completeness fully warrant the conclusion 
that it should not have been issued in the 
first place. 

3. That this committee suggest to the 
Comptroller General that an apology to Mr. 
Young now appears to be entirely in order. 

Mr. Chairman, a grievous wrong has 
been done to a great and good man, a 
loyal and patriotic American. Oh, yes, 
they drove the nail in the wall and now 
they are pulling the nail out, but the hole 
is still in the wall. That has caused this 
man unjust criticism and caused his 
lovely wife and two fine sons much men
tal anguish and physical suffering by 
false accusation without any foundation 
in fact whatever. Retraction can never 
catch up with accusation. Where is our 

·great ethical press? So 1· think we 
should exercise great caution and re-
straint and judgment before we file or 
hurl unfounded charges. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Chairman; 
will the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. SHORT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Oklahoma. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. I am not as well 
acquainted with Mr. Young as is the 
gentleman, but I do have faith in the 
gentleman from Missouri, and I do know 
Jess Larson who was the boss of this 
man. There is no more able and con
scientious public servant than Jess Lar
son. He was a No. 1 public servant dur
ing that time. I want to compliment the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SHORT. I thank the gentleman 
from Oklahoma and I join him in his 
high regard for Jess Larson. He was a 
fine, faithful, and loyal public servant. 
Howard Young has told me that there is 
no finer nor abler man than Jess Lar
son. And Jess Larson had the courage, 
fairness, and the honesty to go before 
this committee and say that if any mis
takes were made it was hi.s fault and not 
that of Howard Young. To point the 
finger of suspicion at this good man is a 
dastardly thing to do unless men are 
well informed before they hurl these 
reckless and irresponsible charges. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHORT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. JUDD. I do not know Mr. Young 
personally, but not only was he libeled 
and his good name blackened in this 
GAO report, but other people were also 
involved. One firm against which 
charges were made was the Mid-Con
tinent Mining Co., whose headquarters 
happens to be in St. Paul. That is not 
in my district, but I know some of its 
officers and have some familiarity with 
this whole case. The GAO report sug
gested that in return for the_ recommen-

dation ·of Mr. Young that a loan be 
granted that company, it would have its 
zinc ore processed in Mr. Young's smelter 
in St. Louis. Now, where else would zinc 
ore mined in the gentleman's part of the 
country, Missouri, go to be refined ex
cept to St. Louis? Whoever prepared 
the GAO report took certain facts which 
were not cause and effect and insinuated 
they were. Some of the statements 
made as facts were easily demonstrable 
riot to be facts. GAO recklessly de
stroyed the good name of American citi
zens. .When that can happen, there 
ought to be an investigation of the Gen
eral Accounting Office. And I trust, Mr. 
Chairman, that the Member of the 
other body who spread this libelous re
port on the official pages of the Congress 
will ask to have it expunged from the 
permanent RECORD. 

Mr. SHORT. The investigators 
should be investigated. I am not mad 
at anybody. I want to live peaceably 
with all men. I am easy to get along 
with. But I can fight; and I never run 
away from one. Howard Young is my 
friend. More important he is a good 
American who unselfishly serves his 
.country. Even .the Democrats know it 
and _that seals the book. Do not smear 
him nor cause his wife and sons to suf
fer this unjustified mental anguish and 
physical torture. It is a blemish upon us 
and not them. · 

Mr. Speaker, the following editorial 
appeared in the Joplin Globe of Sunday, 
July 24, 1955: 

THE CASE OF HOWA~o ·I. YOUNG 
People in this district naturally have been 

interested in recent publicity concerning 
Howard I. Young, president of the American 
Zinc, Lead & Smelting Co. He ts a product 
of this district, sharing with Alton Jones, 
head of Cities Service, the honor of being our 
:finest examples of smalltown boys who made 
good in-the city. 

Starting as a clerk with the important com-
pany he has now headed for so long, Howard 

·Young has received almost every honor the 
American mining industry could offer, in
cluding the presidency of the American 
Mining Congress, a position he still holds. 

It is understandable that a man who has 
received such convincing evidence of the 
trust of the leaders of his profession as to 
his ability, honesty and int.egrity should 
have been astounded to pick up the news
papers recently and discover that a United 
States Sena.tor, WILLIAMS, of Delaware, had 
made a speech in the Senate in which he re
ported that the head of the General Ac
counting Otllce of the United States sus
pected Young of misconduct while. acting 
as the nonsalaried Deputy Administrator of 
the Defense Materials Procurement Agency 
from 1951 to 1953. 

The amazing thing is that such a charge 
should have been made and publicized with
out giving Young a chance to present his 
side of the matter. There is no room here 
to print the multitudinous details of the 
case as it progressed, including sizzling casti
gation of Senator WILLIAMS on the Senate 
fioor by Senator CAPEHART, of Indiana, for 
what he termed "character assassination" 
before hearing from the person accused. 
Suffice it to say that Young immediately 
asked for and did present his side of the case 
and that after he had done so it was obvious 
the charges were completely unreasonable 
and unfair. 

In 1951, shortly after Young's appointment 
to the position with the Government as a 
dollar-a-year assistant, he visited this dis
trict and addressed mine operators in Joplin, 
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Here is a. brief excerpt from a.n editorial in 
thls column following this visit: 

"If district mining men had hoped a plan 
for generous subsidy of local mining opera
'tions would be announced for the DMP A by 
Deputy Administrator Howard I. Young, in 
his address here Friday night, they were dis
appointed. He made no such announcement. 
The best-he had to say .was that the matter of 
encouraging increased production ls being 
studied and that he will do what he can, 
consistent with the best interest of the Na
·uon at large, to promote the interest of the 
mining industry here and elsewhere in the 
country. 

"Howard Young is one ·of the most capable 
and highly honored men of the Nation in 
the mining industry. In addition, he is a 
100 percent 'American, earnestly' devoted to 
the task in which he now · has an important 
part..:.._that of allocating critical mineral re
sources for America and the free world. It is 
encouraging to feel and believe that there 
are many men of similar high repute and 
sterling character engaged in cooperating for 
the Nation's safety and protection." 

We reiterate this sentiment today. But 
it is self-evident that Uncle Sam will find it 
hard.er and harder to get capable busines~ 
leaders to cooperate in Government operation 
if they are to be maligned without cause and 
without a chance to tell their story before 
absurd charges are given general publicity. 
It is a procedure idiotic on its face and un
qualifiedly condemnable. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that all debate on 
this amendment and all amendments 
thereto .close in 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the · request of the gentleman from 
Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog

nizes - tP,e - gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. WOLCOTT]. 

Mr. HIESTAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unarumous consent to yield the time al
lotted to me to Mr . . WOLCOTT. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

'there was· no objection. 
. Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, as has 

been so ably and well said by the gentle
man from Georgia [Mr. BROWN], al
though we are not in a war the whole 
concept of the Defense Production Act is 
predicated on preparation for possible 
con:fiict. Were it not for the threat to 
the· free democracies of the world today 
by potential enemies there would be no 
justification, for continuing the Defense 
Production Act in any particular. So 
long as there is a clashing of political 
ideologies between the East and West, 
then we must keep ourselves in a position 
of preparedness, which we are doing. 
That; of course, involves and calls for 
some advice on the part of those who 
know what it is all about. We are still 
producing for a stockpile of strategic and 
critical materials. and it is· absolutely es
sential that unc;ier this act we bring int.o 
the Government the people who are fa
miliar with the production and distribu
tion of these critical materials. Mention 
was made by the gentleman from Geor
gia of an Executive order promulgated 
by President Truman in 1950, Executive 
Order 10182, which is still in force and 
effect.· It is a workable order and ties in 
with this problem of those who are em
ployed without compensation. The pur
pose of that Executive order was to throw 
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certain safeguards around this employ
ment. It is a workable order. Now the 
substance of this Executive order for the 
first time has been written into the law 
so that unless the law is changed· some 
time 'in the future, we always will have 
these standards under which these dol
lar-a-year men have had to work since 
1950. The major change from that is an 
addition, which at the suggestion of the 
Department of the Interior, your Com
mittee on Banking and Currency wrote 
into the act. It is found on page 5 
wherein it provides that-

( 4) Appointees under this subsection (b) 
shall, when policy matters are involved, be 
limited to advising appropriate full-time 
salaried Government officials who are respon
sible for making policy decisions. 

That is an addition to the Executive 
order which has been in full force and 
effect since 1950. In other words, when 
these dollar-a-year men come in to aid 
with this problem of producing and al
locating the materials for the stockpile, 
they come in as advisors. I think all 
the safeguards we should write into the 
act have been written in. I am certain, 
or anyway I am hopeful, that the gen
tleman's amendment wUl be defeated.' -

Mr. McDONOUGH. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOLCOTT: I yield. . 
Mr. McDONOUGH. The gentleman 

from Texas stated to the committee a 
moment ago that we sho·uld not have 
these w. o. c. men unless we are in a. 
national emergency. As I recall, the 
other day the Speaker of the House 

-asked the Attorney General for a ruling 
_as to whether we were in a national 
emergency to determine whether th~ 
Bouse should adjourn on the 31st of 
July, and the Attorney General said that 
we are in a national emergency and, 
therefore, any action after the 31st of 
July is legal action on the part of thi~ 
Congress. So I point out we are in a. 
national emergency. 

Mr. MOLTER. Mr. Chairman, I also 
have the highest regard for Jess Larson. 
I do not know the gentleman, Mr. 

·Young, who .has been mentioned here, 
but I have no reason to disbelieve any

. thing that has been said by our col
leagues about him and his high repute. 

However. let us get the record straight. 
Our Banking and Currency Committee 
of the House considered this matter in 

' executive session; and our committee has 
released nothing with reference to these 
charges. As to what has been done in 
the other body, I must quote to you now, 
and this comes directly from the ticker 
tape: 

WASHINGTON.-The General Accounting 
Office said today it had only reworded-not 
withdrawn-its charge that the Government 
bought zinc above market prices from a 
firm headed by Howard I. Young while he 
was a Government official. · 

Young, of St. Louis, president of the 
American Zinc, Lead & Smelting Co., was .a 
dollar-a-year official in the Defense Materials 
Procurement Agency from 1951 to 1953 while 
still drawing his regular pay from the com
pany. 

The GAO said its charge that American 
Zinc sold 1,167 tons of zinc to the Govern
ment stockp111ng program in 1952 at a price 
of 1 Y:i -cents above · the market price still 
stands. It denied that testimony made pub-

Uc Thursday constituted a withdrawal of its 
earlier statement. 

· This charge must be aired in the 
proper place. · The floor of the House is 
not the proper tribunal in which to 'try 
anyone. I make no charges, but I do say 
that this matter does indicate the need 
for strengthening this bill with ref er
ence to employing w. o. c.'s. 

Mr. HIESTAND. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOLTER. I yield. 
Mr. HIESTAND. Was not the gentle-· 

man from New · York instrumental in 
committee· in putting these safeguards 
in the bill? 

Mr. MOLTER. The committee did 
not accept all of my suggestions on the 
subject. I intend to offer other amend
ments today. You will recall that two 
of my amendments were rejected by a 
very close division. 
- When it comes to extending the em
ployment of these w. o. c.'s outside of 
defense procurement we are extending 
this bill too far. The bill is a bad bill 
unless it is going to limit these w. o. c.'s 
as to their activities. I do not think the 
bill goes far enough on that score. 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. SPENCE] is recog
nized. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I regret 
and deplore all this talk about breach ·or 
trust. How else and where else 'can we 
·find good men of experience in time of 
emergency? 

I am for the bill; I am against the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. PATMAN]. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, may we 
have the amendment read? 
- The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk again read the amendment. 
The CHAffiMAN . . The question is on 

·the amendment offered by the gentle
·man from Texas [Mr. PATMAN]. 
· The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VANIK. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
amendment . 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. VANIK: Page 5, 

line 15, insert the following new sentence: 
"Such affidavit will also list the name of 

the appointee's private employer and will 
further state that such appointee shall not 
knowingly commit any act of omission or 
commission which will to the detriment of 
the Government inure to the appointee's 
personal benefit or to the benefit of his 
present or prospective employer." 

Mr. VANIK. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is a very simple amendment 
to the bill. It merely provides that the 
affidavit carry supp}em,ntal information 
in which the appointee says that he will 
not knowingly commit any act of omis
sion or commission which will to the 
detriment of the Government inure to 
his own personal benefit or to the bene
fit of his present or prospective employer. 
This is a very simple amendment which 
in effect is a loyalty-to-Government 
affidavit. 

I think the time has come when we 
should boldly endeavor to do those things 
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that should be done to strengthen and 
improve civil service methods and Gov
ernment salary-levels to develop and at
tract high quality personnel into Govern
ment. It is surprising how much com
petence and ability can be found 
throughout the public service in view of 
the lack of incentives by reason of low 
salaries and official confusion. 

In this period of relief from "shooting" 
wars, · we must take time out to develop 
selective methods and incentives to in 
some way compete with private industry 
in "luring" topftight officials to Gov
ernment. If this effort cannot be under
taken at this time, the oppartunity is not 
likely to become better. · . 

If the Government career man cannot 
hope _for promotion to high administra
tive or policy-participating positions, 
one of the greatest incentives to careers 
in Government is destroyed. If the 
Government employee cannot look for
ward to promotion and a~vancement to 
high administrative responsibility, his 
prospects are dull indeed. 

The dollar-a-year man, while he can 
contribute special training and experi
ence; can never contribute a prime essen
tial in Government service-loyalty. His 
compensation comes from his private in
dustry. His future by way of promotion 
and advancement and his retirement se
curity rest with his employer. He could · 
rarely be expected to render a decision in 
Government which would be contrary to 
the interests of his employer. While he 
may never render decisions or make pol
icy contrary to public interest while in 
Government service, the accumulation in 
his know-how in confidential Govern
ment methods and procedures may far 
exceed his contribution of know-how 
to Government. This contact with gov
ernmental methods, processes, and offi
cials could well develop as a private 
business channel into Government for 
the advantages of private business. 

what other great impelling force 
would. justify the willingness of private 
business to "loan" executives to Gov
ernment. The cost of this type of busi
ness expense could not be justified un
less the stockholders could be convinced 
of a profitable return. 

EVer since President Grover Cleve
land's day, the effort has been continuoq.s 
to improve the standards and the nature 
of civil service. Government can be as · 
readily contaminated against the public 
interest by private business as by politi
cal interference. The public service 
must be kept pure of influence. The pub
lic trust undertaken in public service 
must be undertaken by dedicated men 
and women who have or who can be 
made to acquire adequate know-how 
in the public service. The public service 
must be· developed to provide in-service 
training facilities. The critical times 
Which may have necessitated the "loan" 
of private executives to Government have 
substantially passed. Government must 
again develop and train its own adminis
trative leaders. 

Until such time as government can 
provide proper and adequate incentives 
and as long as the natiOnal emergency 
continues, w. o. c.'s are necessary. Their 
activities, however, are of great concern 

and safeguards must be taken to insure 
their loyalty to the Government service. 

All I propose by this amendment is to 
suggest that the affidavit include these 
substantial points: First, that the official 
must state in his affidavit that he will not 
knowingly commi-t any act or fail to do 
any act which will be to the detriment 
of Government, or one that will be either 
to his own personal advantage or to the 
advantage of a prospective employer. 

Before closing, may I say that Dr. 
Fleming stated in committee that he 
saw no reason why any official contem
plated to be appointed under this act 
should refuse to sign such an affidavit. 
If we can ask public employees to sign 
.an affidavit stating that they will remain 
loyal to the country, if we can ask them 
to sign an affidavit in which they promise 
not to strike, and we passed that kind of 
a requirement a few wee~s ago, it seems 
to me entirely reasonable to require 
w. o. c.'s to sign an affidavit in which 
they promise to be loyal to their Govern
ment. I urge your support of this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. VANIKL 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as fallows; 
Amendment offered by Mr. · MULT,ER: On . 

page 5, line 19, strike out the period in line 
19 and inserting the following: "and ap
pointments under ihi~ subsection (b) shall 
not be made to the position of the director 
or assistant director, head or assistant head 
of a bureau division, section, or other com
parable policymaking or administrative posi
tion, and a person appointed under this sub
section shall not perform the functions of 
such a. director, assistant director, head or 
assistant head." 

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, tne 
committee by its action has decided that 
we do need an extension of this act as it 
applies tow. o. c.'s and in line with that 
I off er this amendment and the subse
quent amendments in order to strength
en the bill. These amendments will 
probably prevent another Young inci
dent or any of the other incidents which 
have been developed during the testi
mony before our committee and further 
·developed and elaborated upon in the 
hearings being conducted by the distin
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CELLER] chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary; 

I put into the RECORD yesterday a list · 
of names furnished to us by the Secre
tary of Commerce, Mr. Weeks. Let me 
just indicate 1 or 2 instances, taking 
the names and the facts from that list, 
to indicate the necessity for this amend
ment. Working as a w. o. c. in that de
partment, we had one gentleman by the 
name of Rowlands. His job was deputy 
director of the Container and Packaging 
.Division. Now, who was this gentleman? 
After you decide first, of course, that that 
division was necessary to defense pro
duction, then let us see what was he 
doing. Well, he was writing specifica
tions for ·containers and packages for 
the United States Government. Where 
did he come from and who was paying 
his salary and for what?. One of the 

largest packaging and container compa• 
nies in the country, Continental Can Co., 
was employing that gentleman as its 
special representative in Washington. 
Now, a special representative in Wash
ington is just a nice name for what we 
used to call 5 percenters and more re
cently we called 10 percenters, and now 
we find they are on the payrolls of the 
big companies at salaries that run into 
5 and 6 figures per annum. So this gen
tleman, for whom apparently there was 
no substitute, as the special representa
tive of this large company, was put in 
charge of the very department· that was 
.writing specifications for commodities 
on which his company would bid. 

Second, I put the entire list in the 
ltECORD yesterday. All you need to do is 
to read the names, what they are doing 
in Government, what they are doing out
side, and you will see the tremendous 
conflict in- interest that my amendment 
seeks to avoid. 

The next gentleman is William H. 
Thomas. What is his job? Government 
director of the General Industrial Equip
ment Division of Government, writing 
specifications and buying equipment for 
-the Government. What is his job on the 
outside where he is drawing his liveli
hood at a very high compensation? He 
is manager of the Government Sales Di
vision of Air Products, Inc. My amend
ment would prevent that kind of em
ployment of w. o. c.'s. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MULTER. I yield to the gentle
man from Indiana. 

Mr. HALLECK. I must admit I am a 
little confused and slightly dismayed 
by some of the ·statements made here. 
I would like to ask the gentleman: does 
he proceed on the assumption that if a 
man is in the business or industrial 
world or even possibly been something of 
a success at it, necessarily he is not 
loyal to his country and is a crook who 
would like to gouge his Government?' _ 

Mr. MULTER. I would like to make 
it clear, as I did today and yesterday on 
this floor and as I did in cominittee, 
that I am making no charges against 
any of these men. But, the fact of the 
matter is we are in an emergency; we 
are still drafting boys and we are still 
drafting physicians and dentists who 
must give up their outside interests and 
serve ·only our Government. If these 
business men want to· do a loyai job for 
our Government, which : they ought to 
do, and ·not serve their masters on the 
outside in private enterprise· at the same 
time, if they want to serve their Gov
errunent loyally, let them do it in a 
fashion where their employers on the 
outside will not participate; let them 
stay away from speciflcations on which 
their employers will bid. 

Let them not consult with anybody in 
Government who is going to give their 
private employers any advantage under 
such contracts. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield further? . 

Mr. MULTER. I yield further. 
Mr. HALLECK. I am glad to hear the 

gentleman say that we are still in an 
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emergency; and that, of course, is the 
reason for the extension of this act. 

Mr. MULTER. Yes. 
Mr. HALLECK. If the gentleman will 

permit me, I would like- to make t.his 
further observation. I have had occasion 
firsthand to see something of the work 
of these "without compensation" em
ployees. The head of the telephone di
vision until today, comes from my dis
trict in Indiana. He is the president of 
a. telephone company with 3,000 sub
scribers. I happen to know he is one of 
the best men in our part of the country. 
He came down here anrl has done a good 
job. I resent the implications that I 
continue to hear all the time that some
how or other all of these people must 
be crpoks. As a matter of fact, when 
you get into war, you start sending 
for the people who know how to get 
things done. Thank God, we have got 
that kind of people in this country. 

Mr. MULTER. Unfortunately, the 
friend of· the gentleman from Indiana 
is not the rule but the exception. My 
amendment seeks to make them not the 
exception but the rule. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, nobody charges that 
w. o. c.'s and businessmen who are 
drawn into the Government are crooks. 
We need those skilled and talented busi
·nessmen. We covet them. It is essential 
to have them in this mobilization period. · 
What is sought is to get after the abuses 
in the use of these men. And there have 
been grave abuses. 

The bill before us goes a great way 
toward alleviating and preventing those 
abuses. For example, on page 4, lines 21 
'to 25, we have this significant and cogent 
.language: 

Appointments to positions other than ad
.visory or consultative may be made un<;ler 
this authority. 

Th.at is fine, but what has happened? 
That language is already part of an 
Executive order. This bill nails the Ex
ecutive order into statute. But in the in
terpretation of that order to the effect 
that w. o. c.'s may be used only in 
an advisory capacity, we find that 
w. o. c.'s are made heads of divisions 
where they are in control of from 20 to 
80 employees, career men of the Gov
ernment and actually determine policy. 
And when you are head of a division 
or a deputy head, you, make important 
and momentous decisions which, indeed, 
are not merely advisory, but are admin
·istrative and involve policy. But those 
decisions are in the main policymaking 
decisions. I cannot repeat this too of ten. 

For example; in the case of the Alumi
num and Magnesium Division in .the 
BDSA of the Department of Com
merce, the head of the Division was a 
man by the name of Perkins, who was 
an omcial of the Reynolds Metals Co. 
He was succeeded by a man named Er
skine, who was an official of the Alumi .. 
num Company of America. Mind you, 
they were heads cf divisions; and, for 
example, they had to pass upon the ques .. 
tion whether or not there should. be an 
expansi6ri of the production of alumi
num with Government aid. And what 
did they do? They advised against ex-

pansion of aluminum in the face of grave 
shortages of aluminum in this country. 

I do not impugn their motives. I do 
not know what their motives were. I 
am sure they are honorable men. I do 
know that in the face of the grave short
ages that decision that was made would 
greatly enhance the prestige and power 
and profits of their own companies. 
Failure of expansion would necessarily 
increase demand for an ever shortening 
supply of aluminum. 

We have something like 25· divisions 
in the Department, the successor to the 
NPA in the BOSA Department of 
Commerce, known as the Business De
fense and Services Administration. 

Fifteen of the twenty-five divisions 
are headed by w. o. c. men. Those are 
policymaking heads of divisions. The 
amendment that has been offered by 
the gentleman from New York would 
be a command by the Congress to the 
Department of Commerce that the head 
of the division could not be a w. o. c.
must be a career man. 

Let me read to you what Mr. Honey .. 
well stated. He is the head of the Busi
ness Defense Services Administration. 
He said this on February 4, 1954, before 
the Chicago Conference on Industry: 

Other key executives from industry, serv
ing without compensation from the Govern
ment, are directors of most of the industry 
divisions. In time we hope to have all of 
these divisions headed by w. o. c.'s, as we 
call them for serving "without compensa
tion." 

- Thus the Department of Commerce 
desires only w. o. c.'s and not career 
Government officials in these position. 

Now, see how industry dictates the pol
icy promulgated and evaluated by the 
Business Defense Services Administra
tion. In numerous industry advisory 
committees strongest recommendations 
are made that only officers of these in
dustry members shall occupy policymak
ing positions; namely, heads of depart
ments and divisions. 

The· CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 addi
tional minutes. 

Mr. HALLECK. Reserving the right 
to object, Mr. Chairman, we have a lot 
·of work to do today. We have some 
amendments here that everyone knows 
are not going to get anywhere. It seems 
to me it would be a good thing to go on 
and vote on this amendment. 

Mr. CELLER. I ask for 2 minutes. 
Mr. HALLECK. All right; bargain 

rates. I withdraw my objection, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CELLER. In the minutes of the 

steel products industry advisory meet .. 
ing on September 9, 1953, appeared the 
following: 

In a discussion of the proposed organiza
tion of the Iron and Steel Division Mr·. Wal
lace ~xplalned that plans are to till the po
sitions of Director and Assistant Director 
,.,,1th w. o. c. employees, each to serve for 6 
months. 

That recommendation of the steel 
products industry was fallowed to the 
letter by the head o! the Business De
fense Services Administration. I can 
show you many minutes of industry 
meetings of a similar nature where it 
was said, "We want w. o. c.'s to head 
divisions, we want the w. o. c.'s in policy .. 
making positions." And slavishly the 
head of the Business Defense Services 
Administration responds to the request, 
or rather I should say the commands of 
the industry. The result is that prac
tically most of the BOSA are run by 
w. o. c.'s-members of the industry. In 
such positions decisions are made af
fecting tax amortizations, affecting 
quotas and the like. Industry and not 
the Government really makes the deci
sions. They do not merely advise, they 
make the decisions. That is the abuse 
I speak of, and I say that to the gentle
man from Indiana. Of course, Mr. 
Honeywell or Commerce omcials will an
swer that they merely suggest action 
to the Secretary of Commerce. They 
do suggest but the suggestion is usually 
so powerful as always .to be accepted. 
The Secretary of Commerce cannot pos
sibly know all the details and ramifica
tions of all actions taken, he must of 
necessity rely upon and accept the so .. 
called suggestions. These suggestions 
are really orders-orders never, if ever, 
rejected. 

Therefore, if we adopt this amend
ment, we would say to those in authori
ty, "You carinot appoint w. o. c.'s in 
these policymaking positions as heads 
of divisions or heads of departments., 
you must appoint career paid Govern
ment men." 

Mr. RODINO. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of the amendment of the dis
tinguished gentleman from New York 
[Mr. MULTER]. 

We must keep in mind that persons 
from industry who come to work for 
the Government as w. o. c.'s are in a 
very real sense serving two masters. 
Although these w. o. c/s work for the 
Government, their salaries are paid not 
by the Government but by their com
pany. Human nature being what it is, 
can anyone be so naive as to suppose 
that the decisions of a w. o. c. would 
run counter to the best interests of his 
company? It would be an extraotdi .. 
nary individual who would not have a 
subconscious gravitation to his com
pany's best interests; who would make 
.a decision adverse to his company upon 
which he depends for a livelihood. 

This amendment has but one purpose, 
to prevent w. o. c.'s from being placed 
in a position where they can make deci
·sions which affect not only their own 
·company but competing companies as 
·well. This amendment would set up 
·safeguards so that vital policy deci
sions, such as the granting of tax
amortization certificates to particular 
companies and the channeling of de
fense materials will be made by officials 
in Government who do not have a pri
vate ax to grind. 

Mr. Chairman~ all this week our anti
trust subcommittee has been hearing 
testimony about the activities of w. o. c.'s 
in the Business and Defense Services 
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Administration of Secretary Weeks' De
partment of Commerce, which employs 
more w. o; c.'s than any other agency of 
Government. 

What did our Antitrust Subcommittee 
find? We found that in the Business and 
Defense Services Administration every
one of the three Assistant Administra
tors as a w. o. c.; the directors of 15 
of the 25 industry divisions are likewise 
w. o. c.'s. We found that these w. o. c.'s 
by virtue of occupying these strategic 
positions have made vital policy decisions 
affecting their own companies; they 
have decided as to what companies in 
their own industry should or should not 
be the beneficiary of Government tax
amortization certificates; the extent to 
which, if any, defense production of crit
ical materials should be expanded or not; 
what companies should be the recipi
ents of Government financial assistance. 
This is fundamentally wrong. I say i~ 
is too much to expect any man under 
these circumstances to make decisions 
which will not parallel the best interests 
of his company. In saying this, I am 
not impugning the motive of any indi
vidual. I want to make it clear that 
many w. o. c.'s have rendered excellen~ 
service to the Government, particularly 
in technical and advisory capacities. I 
am all in favor of having men trained in 
industry serve a tour of duty with the 
Government, particuarly in time of 
.emergency. Certainly there is much in 
.the way of skill and technical back
ground that industry persons c.an .con
tribute to· the complex machinery of 
Government. That is one thing. It is 
.Quite another to turn over to men whose 
pecuniary ties with industry continue 
responsibility for making vital Go.vern:. 
ment decisions in which their companies 
·have a direct and immediate stake. 

Mr. Chairman, we cannot legislate 
morality. But we can by adopting this 
·amendment insure that people will not 
be placed in a position where they can 
use their public office to private ad
vantage. 

The CHAffiMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York [Mr. MuLTER]. 

The question was taken; and on a divi
sion (demanded by Mr. CELLER) there 
were-ayes 27, rioes 89. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
DEFLATIONARY MOVE ON HOME CONSTRUCTION_ 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman; I strongly disapprove of 
action of the FHA and VA in reducing 
from 30 years to 25 yea,rs and increasing 
the maximum maturity by 2 percent the 
minimum down payments for homes. 

It cannot be said that we are over
building, iQ. view of new family forma
tion, high mobility, rising housing stand
ards, increasing income~. and the un
filled housing needs of the country. 
While the rate of new family formation 
has been declining, there are many other 
determinants of future housing require
ments. The latter are based not only on 
population growth and family formation 
but migration, losses of housing units, 
obsolescence and deterioration, undoub
ling of families, and vacancy and occu
pancy rates . . 

In 1950, according to the Census, there 
were 10.6 million occupied nonfarm 
dwellings which were dilapidated or were 
deficient in plumbing facilities. It may 
be conservatively estimated that at least 
8 million nonfarm dwellings are sub
standard and are either so far gone that 
they must be destroyed or that economi
cally they can be brought up to standard 
through rehabilitation. Another 2 or 3 
million farm homes are below accepted 
farm standards. To date we have made 
little progress in reducing the number of 
substandard dwellings. At the rate of 
only 1.3 or 1.4 million homes a year, little 
further can be done to replace substand
ard homes and meet the Nation's mini
mum housing requirements. 

Many experts in the field believe that 
2 million homes a year are needed. Pro
fessor Wheaton in his study of American 
Housing Needs: 1955-70 found 2 to 2.4 
million units a year were needed and 
that it was economically feasible to 
.achieve this goal. The National Asso
ciation of Home Builders has estimated 
.that 1.4 million homes are needed an
.nually between 1954 and 1960, and that 
in the sixties need would rise sharply 
with increasing family formation. The 
recently published authoritative 20t~ 
Century Fund Survey of America's needs 
and resources estimates that 1,550,000 
dwelling units a year are needed for new 
construction in the 1950-60 decade, with 
an additional 350,000 a year to be re
·habilitated. 

Production of more houses to bring 
down their price is the cure for any in~ 
·fiationary possibility that may exist. 

- The imposition of credit controls will 
have the effect of reducing production. 
_ The press release is as follows: 
· Housing Administrator. Albert M. Cole and 
Federal Housing , Commissioner Normal P. 
Mason in a joint statement today announced 
that the FHA, etrective immediately, ls re
ducing the maximum maturity of FHA-in· 
sured home mortgages !rpm 30 years to 25 
and is increasing by 2 percent the minimum 
down payments for homes. 

Administrator c ·ole described the action 
taken by FHA Commissioner Mason as "a 
mild and temporary precautionary ~easure 
which seeks to assure that the housing mar
ket will not contribute in1lationary measures 
to the economy." - · 

Following is the text of th'e Cole-Mason 
statement: · 

"We have been watching with great inter
est recent trends in housing costs. FHA's 
Division of Research and Statistics has seen 
indications of a slight but rising trend in 
the cost of housing. 

"This has not yet been re1lected in the 
prices purchasers must pay for homes but 
it is a pressure which will atrect the general 
economic well-being of the United States. 

"There are also indications of possible 
shortages in building materials, such as cer
tain steel items, Portland cement and wan .. 
board. 

"These signs are not alarming but they are 
warning signs of inflationary posslb111t1es. 

"To counteract any unnecessary. rise in 
the price of homes, FHA ts temporarily sus
pending its regulations which permit the 
writing of 30-year mortgage loans, substitut
ing instead a 25-year maximum. Prior to 
August 2, 1954, the maximum generally was 
25 years. 

"FHA is also increasing by 2 percent the 
minimum down payments for all 1-to-4 
family dwelling units purchased with FHA· 
insured loans." 

Minimum down payment for FHA-financed 
homes formerly was 5 percent of the first 
$9,000 of the FHA's appraised value of the 
home and 25 .percent of the amount above 
$9,000. The minimum down payment does 
not include closing costs, which also must be 
paid in cash. 

The new directive requires a minimum 
down payment, exclusive of closing costs, of 
7 percent of the first $9,000 of value plus 27 
percent of the value in excess of $9,000. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
make a point of order that the gentle
man is not speaking in order. He is out 
of order because he is not speaking in 
order. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am 
glad to answer that point of order. This 
relates to the emergency. You know the 
President asked for this power a year 
ago, and it wa.s denied. The Congress 
turned him down on that request, but 
now a year after it was denied; on the 
theory evidently of an emergency, they 
are going ahead and reducing these ma
turities from 30 years to 25 years, and 
also increasing the . payments effective· 
tomorrow. I just wanted to enter this 
disapproval. 

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MULTER: On 

page 8, after line 4, insert the following: 
"(9) Appointees under this subsection 

(·b) shall only be assigned duties with re• 
gard to functions specifically authorized by 
titles I, III, and VII of this act." 

Mr. MUL'r.ER. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment seeks to limit the activities 
of these w: o. c:·s to the three titles of 
the defense production act that we are 
extending in this biil. Those titles are 
the only matters which we are ex
tending .in this Defense Production Act, 
and they are matters as to which these 
W·. o. c.'s should be limited in their acttv:.. 
!ties. That is all the amendment seeks 
to do-to limit their activities to the 
three titles that we are now extending. ' 

Mr. Chairman, I urge the adoption of 
the amendme:qt. 

The CHAI~MAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. MULTER]. 

The amendment was rejected . .. 
. Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, I oiler 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MULTER. On 

page 8, after line 4, insert the following: 
· "(10) Before any appointment is made 
under this subsection (b )·the appointing oftl
cial shall first certify to the Civil .Service 
Commission the duties to be performed by 
such appointee and the etrorts he had made 
to obtain a person competent to perform 
them and that he has been unable to employ 
any competent full-time salaried Govern
ment employee to perform such duties and 
the Civil Service Commission shall certify 
that there is no existing list of persons quali
fied to perform such duties and the President 
shall certify that the appointment is_ neces· 
sary to carry out the purposes of thls act 
as amended and extended. ·The duties o:t 
the appointee shall be limited to those set 
forth in ·the certification o! the appointing 
omcial." 

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, the · 
amendment is self-explanatory. It will 
.make effective the very limitations and 
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restrictions tnat we have put · into this 
bill thus far. 

l urge the adoption of the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment ofiered by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr .. MULTERJ. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The· Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 5. Section 712 of the Defense Produc

tion Act of 1950, as amended, is amended
( 1) by striking out "25" from the second 

sentence of subsection (c) thereof and in· 
serting in lleu thereof "40"; and 

(2) by striking out "$50,000" in the first 
sentence of subsection ( e) thereof and in
serting in lieu thereof "$65,000". 

SEC. 6. Section 717 of the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, is amended by 
striking out "July 31, 1955" from the first 
sentence of subsection (a) thereof and in
serting in lieu thereof "June 30, 1956". 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 
Committee· rises. 

Accordingly ·the ·committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the ((hair, 
Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con
sideration the bill H. R. 7470, to amend 
the Defense Production Act 'of 1950, ~s 
amended, pursuant to House Resolution 
320, he reported th~ same back to the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. 

The question is. on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 
· · The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time and was read the 
third .tinie. · 

The SPEAKER. The question is on· 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid ·on the 

table. 
Mr. SPENCE. ·· Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent for the present con
sideration of the bill (S. 2391) to' amend 
the Defense Production Act of 1950, as 
amended, and for other purposes, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert the provisions of the House 
bill just passed. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there .objection to 

the present ·consideration of the Senate 
bill?· 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol

l9ws: 
Be it enacted, etc., That this ··act may be 

cited as the· "Defense Production Act Amend
ments of 1955." 

SEC. 2. Section 2 of the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, is amended to 
read as follows: 

"DECLARATION OF POLICY 
"SEC. 2. In view of the present internation

al situation and in order to provide for the 
national defense and national security, our 
mobilization eUort continues to require some 
diversion of certain materials and faciUties 
from civilian use to military and related pur
poses. It also requires the development of 
prepa~edness programs and the expansion of , 
productive capacity and supply beyond the 
levels needed to meet the civilian demand, in 
order to reduce "the time required for f.ull 
mobiUzation in the event of an attack on 
the United States." 

SEC. 3. Section 303 of the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, is amended

( 1) by striking out "1963" in subsection 
(b) and inserting in lieu thereof "1965"; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end thereof a new 
subsection as follows: 

"(g) When in his judgment it will aid 
the national defense. and upon a certifica
tion by the Secretary of Agriculture or the 
Secretary of the Interior that a particular 
strategic and critical material is likely to be 
in short supply in time of war or other na
tional emergency, the President may make 
provision for the development of substitutes 
for such strategic and critical materials." 

SEC. 4. Subsection ( c) of section 701 of 
the Defense Production Act of 1950, as 
amended, is amended to read as follows: 

"(c) Whenever the President invokes the 
powers given him in this act to allocate any 
material in the civi11an market, he shall do 
so in such a manner as to make available, 
so far as practicable, for business and various 
segments thereof in the normal channel of 
distribution of such material, a fair share 
of the available civilian supply based, so far 
as practicable, on the share received by such 
business under normal conditions during a 
representative period preceding any future 
allocation of materials: Provided, That the 
President shall, in the allocation of materials 
in the civi11an market, give due considera
tion to the needs of new concerns and newly 
acquired operations, undue hardships of in
divtdual businesses, and the needs of smaller 
concerns in an industry." 

SEC. 5. Section 701 of the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, ls amended by 
adding after subsection ( c) a new subsection 
as follows: 

"(d) In order to further the objectives and 
purposes of this section, the Office of Defense 
Mobilization is directed to investigate the 
distribution of defense contracts with par
ticular reference to the share of such con
tracts which has gone and is now going to 
small business, either directly or by subcon
tract; to review the policies, procedures, and 
administrative arrangements now being fol
lowed in order to increase participation by 
small business in the mobilization program; 
to explore all practical ways, whether by 
amendments to laws, policies, regulations, or 
administrative arrangements, or otherwise, 
to increase the share of defense procurement 
going to small business; to get from the de
partments and agencies engaged in pro~u:re- . 
ment, and from other appropriation agencies 
including the Small Business Administra- · 
tion, their Views and recommendations on 
ways to increase the share of procurement 
going to small business; and to make a re
port to the President and the Congress, not 
later than 6 months after the enactment of 
the Defense Production Act Amendments of 
1955, which report shall contain the follow
ing: (i) a full statement of the steps taken 
by the Office of Defense Mobilization in mak
ing investigations required by this subsec
tion; (ii) the findings of . the Oftlce of De
fense Mobilization with respect to the share 
of procurement which has gone and is now 
going to small business; (iii) a full and com
plete statement of the actfons taken by the· 
Office of Defense Mobilization and other 
agencies to increase such small business 
share; (iv) a full and complete statement of 
the recommendation! made by the procure
ment agencies and other agencies consulted 
by the Office of Defense Mobilization; and 
(v) specific recommendations by the Office of · 
Defense Mobilization for further action to 
increase the share of procurement going to 
small business." 

SEC. 6. Section 708 of the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, is amended-

( 1) by inserting before the period at the 
end of the first sentence of subsection (b) 
a colon and the following: "Provid.ed, how
ever~ That after the enactment of ti;ie Defense 

Production Act Amendments of 1955, ·the 
exemption from the prohibitions of the anti
trust laws and the Federal Trade Commis
sion Act of the United States shall apply only 
( 1) to acts and omissions to act requested by 
the President or his duly authorized dele
gate pursuant to duly approved voluntary 
agreements or programs relating solely to the 
exchange between actual or prospective con-· 
tractors of technical or other information, · 
production techniques, and patents o:r patent 
rights, relating to equipment used exclusive
ly by or for the military which is being pro
cured by the Department of Defense or any 
department thereof, and the exchange of 
materials, equipment, and personnel to . be 
used in the production of such equipment; 
and (2) 'to ~cts and omissions to act re
quested by the President or his duly author
ized delegate pursuant to voluntary agree
ments or programs which were duly approved 
under this section before the enactment of 
the Defense Production Act Amendments of 
1955. The Attorney General shall review 
each of the voluntary agreements and pro
grams covered by clause (2) of the proviso 
in the preceding sentence, and the activities 
being carried on thereunder, and, if he finds, 
after such review and after consultation with 
the Director of the Oftlce of Defense Mobili
zation and other interested. agencl.es, that 
the ad\Terse effects of any such agreement 
or program on the competitive free enter
prise system outweigh the benefits of the 
agreement or program to the 'national de
fense, he shall withdraw his approval in ac
cordance with subsection (d) of this sec
tion. This review and determination shall 
be made within 90 days after the enactment 
of the Defense Production .Act Amendments 
of 1955 .. "; 

( 2) by inserting in subsection ( d) thereof 
after the word "hereunder" the following: 
",or upon withdrawal by the Attorney Gen- · 
eral of his approval of the voluntary agree
ment or program on which the request or 
finding is based,"; . . . 

(3) by inserting after the first sentence of 
.subsectio_n (e) thereof the · following new 
'sentence: "Such ~urveys, and the reports 
hereafter required, shall include studies of 
the voluntary agreements and programs au- . 
thorized by this section."; . . 

(4) by striking out from the last -sentence 
of subsection (e) thereof the words "at such 
times thereafter as he deems desirable" and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words "at least 
_once every 3 nronths". 

SEc. 7. Section 710 of the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, is amended

( l) by amending subsection (b) thereof 
to read as follows: 

"(b) (1) The President is further author
ized, to the extent he deems it necessary 
and appropriate in order to carry out the 
provisions of this act, and subject to such 
regulations as he may issue, to employ per
sons of outstanding experience and ability 
without compensation. This authority may 
be delegated to heads of departments or 
agencies delegated or assigned functions un
der this act but may not be redelegated by 
them. In order to carry out the policy of the 
Congress that, ao far as possible, operations 
under this act shall be carried on by run
time, salaried employees of the Government, 
heads of departments and agencies in making 
appointments under this subsection shall 
certify to the following with respect to each 
such appointment: 

"(A) That the appointment is necessary 
and appropriate in order to carry out the 
provisions of this act; 

"(B) That the duties of the position to 
which the appointment is being made require 
outstanding experience and ability; 

"(C) That the appointee has the outstand
ing experience and ab1lity required by the 
position; and 

"(D) That the department or agency head . 
has been unable to obtain a. person with 
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qualifications necessary for the position on n.
full-time salaried basis. 

"(2) Appointees under this subsection (b) 
shall, when policy matters are involved, be 
limited to advising appropriate full-time 
salaried Government omcials who are respon
sible for making policy decisions. 

"(3) The President is authorized to pro
vide by regulation for the exemption of per
sons appointed under this subsection from 
the operation of sections 281, 283, 284, 434, 
and 1914 of title 18 of the United States 
Code and section 190 of the Revised Statutes 
(5 U. S. C. 99); except that such exemption 
shall not extend to the following: . 

"(A) To the negotiation or execution by 
an appointee under this subsection of Gov
ernment contracts with the private employer 
of such appointee or with any corporation, 
joint stock company, association, firm. part
nership, or other entity in the pecuniary 
profits or contracts of which the appointee 
or his private employer has any direct or in
direct interest; 

"(B) To the making of any recommenda
tion or the taking of any action with respect 
to individual applications to the Government 
for relief or assistance, on appeal or other
wise, made by the private employer of the 
appointee or by any corporation, joint stock 
company, association, firm, partnership or 
other entity in the pecuniary profits or con
tracts of which the appointee or his private 
employer has any direct or indirect interest; 

"(C) To the prosecution by the appointee, 
or participation.by the appointee in any fash
ion, in the prosecution of any claims against 
the Government involving any matter con
cerning which the appointee had any respon
sibility during his employment under this 
subsection, during the period of such em
ployment and the further period of 2 years 
after the termination of such employment; 
and 

"(D) To the receipt or payment of salary 
in connection with the appointee's service 
under this subsection from any source other 
than the private employer of the appointee 
at the time of his appointment under this 
subsection. 

"(4) Persons appointed under the author
ity of· this subsection may be allowed trans
poration and not to exceed $15 per diem in 
lieu of subsistence while away from their 
homes or regular places of business pursuant 
to such appointment."; and 

(2) by redesignating subsections "(e)" and 
"(f)" as subsections "(f)" and "(g)", respec
tively, and by inserting after subsection 
" ( d) " a new subsection as follows: 

"(e) The President is further authorized 
to provide for the establishment and train
ing of a nucleus executive reserv~ for em
p1oyment in executive positions in Govern
ment during periods of emergency. Mem
bers of this executive reserve who are not 
full-time Government employees may be al
lowed transportation ·and not to exceed $15 
per diem in lieu of subsistence while away 
from their homes or regular places of busi
ness for the purpose of participating in the 
executive reserve training program. The 
President is authorized to provid_e by regu
lation for the exemption of such persons who 
are not full-time Government employees 
from the operation of sections 281, 283, 284, 
434, and 1914 of title 18 of the United States 
Code and section 190 of the Revised Statutes 
(5 u. s. c. 99)." 

SEC. 8. Section 712 of the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, is amended-

( 1) by striking out "25" from the second 
sentence of subsection ( c) thereof and in
serting in lieu thereof "40"; and 

(2) by striking out "$50,000" in the :flrst 
sentence of subsection (e) thereof and in
serting in lleu thereof "$65,000." 

SEC. 9. Section 717 of the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, is amended by 
striking out "July 31, 1955" from the first 
sentence of subsection. (a) thereof and in
serting in lieu thereof "June 30, 1957." 

SEC. 10. The Rubber Producing Fac111ties 
Disposal Act of 1953, as heretofore amend
ed, is amended by adding at the end there
of the following new section: 

"SEc. 26. (a) Notwithstanding the second 
sentence of section 7 (a), the period for re
ceipt of proposals for the purchase of the 
Government-owned rubber-producing facil
ity at Institute, W. Va., known as Plancor 
No. 980, shall not expire until the end of 
the 60-day period which begins on the date 
of the enactment of this section. 

"(b) If one or more proposals are received 
for the purchase of Plancor No. 980 within 
the time period specified in subsection (a), 
the . Commission, notwithstanding the ex
piration of the period for negotiation speci
fied in section 7 (f), shall negotiate with 
those submitting the proposals for a period 
not to exceed 75 days for the purpose of 
entering into a definite contract of sale. 

"(c) Within 10 days after the termination 
of the actual negotiation period referred to 
in su'bsection (b) or, if Congress is not then 
in session, within 10 days after Congress next 
convenes, the Commission shall prepare and 
submit to the Congress a report containing, 
with respect to the disposal under this sec
tion of Plancor No. 980, the information de
scribed in paragraphs (1) to (5), inclusive, 
and paragraph (8) of section 9 (a). Unless 
the contract is disapproved by either House 
of the Congress by a resolution prior to the 
expiration of 30 days of continuous session 
(as defined in section 3 ( c) ) of the Congress 
following the date upon which the report is 
submitted to it, upon the expiration of such 
30-day period the contract shall become fully 
effective and the Commission shall proceed 
to carry it out, and transfer of possession of 
the facility sold shall be made as soon as 
practicable but in any event within 30 days 
after the expiration of such 30-day period. 
The failure to complete transfer of posses
flion within 30 days after the expiration . of 
the period for congressional review shall not 
give rise to or be the basis of rescission of the 
contract for sale. 

"(d) If, upon termination of the transfer 
period provided for in subsection ( c), no 
contract for the sale of Plancor No. 980 has 
become effective, the operating agency last 
designated by the P,resident shall continue 
to maintain said plancor in adequate stand
by condition under the provisions of section 
8 of the Rubber Producing Facmties Dis
posal Act of 1953." . 

SEC. 11. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
section 3 (d) of the Rubber Producing Facm
ties Disposal Act of 1953, the Rubber Pro
ducing Facillties Disposal Commission (here
inafter referred to as the "Commission") 
before submission to the Congress of its re
port relative to Plancor No. 980, shall sub
mit it to the Attorney General, who shall, 
within 7 days after receiving the report, ad
vise the Commission whether, in bis opin
ion, the proposed disposition, if carried out, 
will violate the antitrust laws. 

SEC. 12. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
sections 14 and. 22 of the Rubber Producing 
Facilities Disposal Act of 1953, the Rubber 
Act of 1948, as amended, is hereby extended 
with respect to the rubber-producing facill
ties covered by this act, to the close of the 
day of transfer of possession of Plancor No. 
980 to a purchaser in accordance with the 
provisions of section 26 of the Rubber · Pro
ducing Facilities Dispo.a.l Act. 

SEC. 13. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
section 4 of Public Law 19, approved March 
31, 1955, and notwithstanding the provisions 
of section 20 of the Rubber Producing Facili
ties Disposal Act of 1953, the Commissic:m 
established by the latter act shall cease to 
e,xist at the close of the 30th day ·following 
tpe termination of the transfer period pro
vided for in section 26 ( c) of that act, unless 
no sale of Plancor No. 980 is recommended by 
t:tie Commission .pursuant to section 26 (c) 
of that act, in which event. the Commission 
shall cease to exist at the close o! the 130th 

day following the date of enactment of this 
act. 

SEC. 14. Except as otherwise provided in 
this act, disposal of Plancor No. 980 shall 
be fully subject to all the provisions of the 
Rubber Producing Facilities Disposal Act of 
1953 and such criteria as have been estab
lished by. the Commission in handling dis
posal of other Government-owned rubber
producing facilities under that act: Provided, 
That the provisions of section 7 (j), 7 (k), 
9 (d), 9 (f), 10, 11, 15, and 24 of that act 
shall not apply, to the disposal of Plancor 
No. 980. As promptly as practicable fol
lowing the date of transfer of possession of 
Plancor No. 980 to a purchaser under this 
act, the operating agency last designated by 
the President shall offer for sale to such pur
chaser the end products at such plant and 
held in inventory for Government account 
on the day of such transfer of possession, 
together with the feedstocks then located at 
such plant or purchased by the operating 
agency for use at such plant. Sale of such 
end products shall be made at the Govern
ment sales price preva111ng on the business 
day next preceding the date Of transfer of 
possession of such plant. Sale of such feed
stocks shall be made at not less than their 
cost to the Government. In the event the 
purchaser declines to purchase such end 
products or feedstocks when first offered to 
it by the operating agency, they may be 
thereafter disposed of 1n such manner as the 
operating agency deems advisable. In the 
event Plancor No. 980 is not sold under the 
provisions of this act, any end products at 
such plant and held in inventory for Gov
ernment account and any feedstocks located 
at such plant or purchased by the operating 
agency for use at such plant shall be dis
posed of in such manner as the operating 
agency deems advisable, at the prevaillng 
market price for such end products and feed
stocks. 

SEC. 15. The provisions of this act shall 
not be applicable to the disposal of any Gov
ernment-owned rubber-producing fac111t1es 
other than Plancor No. 980; and all action 
taken pursuant to the provisions of the Rub
ber Producing Fac11ities Disposal Act of 1953, 
or the amendment thereto known as Public 
Law 19-, enacted March 31, 1955, prior to the 
enactment of this act shall be governed by 
the provisions of that act as it existed prior 
to the enactment of this act and shall have 
the same force and effect as 1f this act had 
not been enacted. 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I offer an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SPENCE: Strike 

out all after the enacting clause and insert 
the provisions of H. R. 7470 as passed, as 
follows: . 

"That this act may be cited as the 'De
fense PrOduction Act Amendments o! 1955.' 

"SEc. 2. Subsection ( c) of section 701 of 
the Defense Production Act of 1950, as 
amended, is amended to read as follows: 

"'(c) Whenever the President invokes the 
powers given him in this act to allocate any 
material in the civllian market, he shall 
do so in such a manner as to make avail
able, so !ar as practicable, for business and 
various segments thereof in the normal 
channel of distribution of' such material, a 
fair share of the available civlllan supply 
based, so far as practicable, on the share 
received by such business under norma1· con
ditions during a represe~tative period pre
ceding any future allocation o! .materials: · 
Provided, That the President 'shalt, in the 
allocation of materials in the civilian · mar
ket, give due consideration to the needs o! 
new concerns and newly acquired - opera
tions, undue hardships of individual busi
nesses, and the needs Of small.er concerns 
in an industry.' 
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.,SEC, 3. Section 708 of the D·efense Pro- . 

duction Act of 1950, as amended, 1s 
amended-

" ( 1) by inserting before the period at the 
end of the first sentence of subsection (b) 
a colon and the following: 'Provided, how
ever, That after the enactment of the De
fense Production Act Amendments of 1955, 
the exemption from the prohibitions of the 
antitrust laws and the Federal Trade Com
mission Act .of the United States shall apply 
only ( 1) to acts and omissions to act re
questeq by the President or his duly author
ized delegate pursuant to duly approved vol
untary agreements or programs relating 
solely to the exchange between actual or 
prospective contractors of technical or other 
information, ·production techniques, and 
patents or patent rights, relating to equip
ment used primarily by or for the military 
which is being procured by the Department 
of Defense or any department thereof, .and 
the exchange of materials, equipment, and 
personnel to be used in the production of 
such equipment. The Attorney General shall 
i·eview each of the voluntary agreements and 
programs covered by this section, and the 
activities being carried on thereunder, and, 
if he finds, after such review and after 
consultation with the Director of the Oftlce 
of Defense Mobilization and other interested 
agencies, that the adverse effects of any 
such agree~ent or program on the competi
tive free enterprise system outweigh the 
benefits of the agreement cir program. to the 
national defense, he shall withdraw his ap
proval in accordance with subsection (d) 
of this section. This review and determi
nation shall be made within 90 days after 
the enactment of the Defense Production 
Act Amendments of 1955.' 

.. (2) by inserting in subsection ( d) . thereof 
after the word 'hereunder' the following: 
', or upon withdrawal by the Attorney Gen
eral of his approval of. the voluntary agree
ment or program on which the request or 
finding ls based,'; 

'"(3) by inserting after the first sentence 
of subsection (e) thereof the following new 
·sentence: 'Such surveys, and the reports 
hereafter required, shall include studies of 

' the voluntary agreements and programs au-
thorized by this section.'; .. 

"(4) by striking out from the last sen
tence of subsection ( e) thereof the words 
•at such times thereafter as he deems de
sirable' and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words 'at least once every 3 .months.' 

"SEC. 4. Section 710 (b) of the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, is 
amended to read as follows: 

. "'(b) (1) The President ls further author
ized, to the extent he deems it necessary 
and appropriate tn order to carry out the 
provisions of this act, and subject to such 
·regulations 'as he may issue, to employ per
sons of outstanding experience and ability 
without. compensation: 

"'(2) The President shall be guided in the 
exercise of the authority provided in this 
subsection by the following policies: 

"'(i) So far as possible, operations under 
the act shall be carried on by full-time, 
salaried employees of the Government, and 

·appointments under this authority shall be 
to advisory or consultative positions only. 

"'(11) Appointments to positions other 
than advisory or consultative may be made 
under this authority only when the re
quirements of the position are such that the 
incumbent must personally possess out
standing experience a.nd ability not ob
tainable on a full-time, salaried basis. 

" '(ill) In the appointment of personnel 
and in assignment of their duties, the head 
of the department or agency involved shall 
take steps to avoid, to as great an extent 
as possible, · any conflict between the gov
ernmental duties and the private interests 
of such personnel. . 

"'(3) Any person appointed under the 
authority of this subsection shall file, under 

oath, with the head of the employing agency 
at the time of employment a full and com
plete report of his outside -connections, list
ing all personal and financial relationships 
which he has or had within 12 months 
prior to his appointment with any person, 
firm, corporation, or other entity, or any 
trade organization, labor union or similar 
organization, and he shall fl.le monthly 
thereafter, under oath, so long as his ap
pointment shall be in effect, any changes 
in such outside connections. 

"'(4) Appointees under this subsection 
(b) shall, when policy matters are involved, 
be limited to advising appropriate full-time 
salaried Government officials who are re
sponsible for making policy decisions. 

" ' ( 5) Any person employed under this 
subsection (b) is hereby exempted, with 
respect to such employment, from the op
eration of sections 281, 283, 284, 434, and 
1914 of title 18, United States Code, and 
section 190 of the Revised Statutes (5 U.S. C. 
99), except that-

"'(i) exemption hereunder shall not ex
tend to the negotiation or execution, by such 
appointee, of Government contracts with the 
private employer of such appointee or with 
any corporation, joint stock company, asso
ciation, fl.rm, partnership, or other entity 
in the pecuniary profits or contracts of 
which the appointee has any direct or in
direct interest; 
· "'(ii) exemption hereunder shall not ex
tend to making any recommendation or tak
ing any action with respect to individual 
applications to the Government for relief 
or assistance, on appeal or otherwise, under 
the provisions of the act made by the pri
vate employer of the appointee or by any 
corporation, joint stock company, associa-. 
tion, fl.rm, partnership, or other entity in 
the pecuniary profits or contracts of which 
the appointee has any direct or indirect 
interest; •. 

" • (111) exemption hereunder shall not ex
tend to the prosecution by the. appointee, 
or participation by the appointee in any 
fashion in the prosecution, of any claims 
against 'the Government involving any mat
ter concerning which the appointee had any 
responsibility during his employment under 
this subsection, during the period of such 
employment and the _further period of 2 
years after the termination of such em
ployment; and 

"'(iv) exemption hereunder shall not ex
tend to the receipt or payment of salary in 
connection with the appointee's Govern
ment service hereunder from any source 
other than the private employer of the ap
pointee at the time of his !,ippointment 
hereunder. 

"'(6) Appointments under this subsection 
(b) shall be supported by written certifica
tion by the head of the employing deplut
ment or agency-

" '(i) that the appointment is necessary 
and appropriate in order to carry out the 
provisions of the act; 

"'(ii) that the duties of the position to 
which the appointment is being made require 
outstanding experience and ability; 

"'(iii) that the appointee has the out
. standing experience and ability required l?Y 
the position; and 

"'(iv) that the department or agency head 
has been unable to obtain a person with the 
qualific;ations necessary for the position on 
a full-time, salaried basis. 

" • (7) The heads of the departments or 
agencies making appointments under this 
subsection (b) shall file with the Division of 
the Federal Register a statement including 
the name of the appointee, the employing 
department or agency, the title of his posi
tion, and the name of his prtvate employer. 

"'(8) At least once every 3 months the 
Chairman of the United States Civil Service 
commission shall survey appointments made 
under this subsection and shall report his 
findings to the President and the Joint Com-

mittee on Defense Production and make such 
recommendations as he may deem proper.' 

"8Ec. 5. Section 712 of the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, is amended

" ( 1) by seeking out '25' from the second · 
sentence of subsection (c) thereof and in
serting in lieu thereof '40'; and 

"(2) by striking out '$50,000' in the first 
sentence of subsection (e) thereof and In
serting in lieu thereof '$65,000'. 

"SEC. 6. Section 717 of the Defense Produc
tion Act of 1950, as amended, is amended by 
striking out 'July 31, 1955' from the first 
sentence of subsection (a)' thereof and in
serting in lieu thereof 'June 30, 1956.'" 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third 

time, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider and the bill 
H. R. 7470 were laid on the table. 

Mr. SP.ENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill s. 2391 with an 
amendment of the House, insist ori the 
amendment of the House, and ask for a 
conference with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken
tucky? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. SPENCE, BROWN of 
Georgia, PATMAN, RAINS, WOLCOTT, 
GAMBLE, and TALLE. 

INVESTIGATION BY COMMITTEE ON 
WAYS AND MEANS 

Mr. SMITH. of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
·by direction of the Committee on Rules, 
·r offer the following privileged resolu
tion (H. Res. 331, Rept. No~ 1.601> and 
ask for its immediate consideration. 
~he Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Ways 

and Means, acting as a whole or by subcom
mittee, 1s authorized and directed to. con
duct thorough studies and investigations of 
all matters coming within the jurisdiction of 
such committee. 

SEC. 2. For the purposes of this resolution, 
the committee, or any subcommittee .thereof, 
1s aut_horized to hold such hearings, to sit 
and act during the present Congress at such 
times and places, within the continental 
United States, its Territories and possessions, . 
as the committee may determine, whether or 
not the House is in session, has recessed, or 

-has adjourned, to require the attendance of 
such witnesses and the production of such 

·· books, papers, and documents by subpena or 
otherwise, to administer such oaths; ·and to 
take such testimony, as it d~ems necessary. 
Subpenas may be issued under the signature 

· of the chairman of the committee or of any 
subcommittee, or by any member .designated 
by any such chairman, a.nd ma.y be served by 
any person designated by any such qhairman 
or member . 

SEC, 3. The committee may report to the 
House at any time during the present Con
gress the results of any studies or investiga
tions made under authority of this resolu
tion, together with such recommendations 
as it deems appropriate. Any such report 
which is made when the House ls not in ses
sion shall be filed with the Clerk of the 
House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

REVISION AND EXTENSION OF 
SUGAR ACT OF 1948 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that · the House i·esolve · itself into the 
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committee of the Whole House on the Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will At that meeting I think the President 
state of the Union for the consideration -the gentleman yield? said something like this: 
of the bill <H. R. 7030) to amend and ·· Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle- I realize that it is better to write this sort 
extend the Sugar Act of 1948, as amend- man from Michigan. of legislation in advance of the year in 
ed, and for other purposes. Mr. DONDERO. Does this further wl:iich it goes into operation. I appreciate 

Accordingly the House resolved itself restrict the quotas allowed to the grow- the fact that we should have conferences. 
into the Committee of the Whole House ers of sugar in this country? I am not trying to quote the President, 
on the State of the Union for the con- Mr. COOLEY. No. but this is the su.bstance of what he said: 
sideration of the bill H. R. 7030 with · Mr. CHUDOFF. Mr. Chairman, will And 1 will call it to the attention of the 
Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee in the chair. ·the gentleman yield? secretary of Agriculture. ·But--

The .Clerk read the title of the bill. Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle-
By unanimous consent the first read- man from Pennsylvania. H0 said-

ing of the bill was dispensed with. Mr. CHUDOFF. The gentleman said the State Department should be in the con-
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the .he did not want to go into details. In ferences and we should not run out on any 

gentleman . from North Carolina [Mr. Philadelphia we have two big sugar re- agreements. 
COOLEY] will be recognized for 30 min- fineries that refine practically all of the. That is the first time I had ever seen 
utes and the gentleman from Kansas Cuban sugar that comes into this coun- that many Members of Congress to
[Mr. HOPE] will be recognized for 30 try. I am told by men who work in that gether, none of whom wanted to talk. 
minutes. factory that this is going to cut off Not another word was said, and we left 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman Cuban sugar completely. They will have the White House. No one asked the 
from North Carolina [Mr. COOLEY]. to close up their refinery if that is so. President what he meant when he said 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield .I would like to know whether that is true we should not run out on ,agreements. 
myself 29 minutes. . or not. We all knew what he meant when he said 

Mr. Chairman, our committee is about Mr. COOLEY. If the gentleman will the state Department should be in on the 
to present to this House one of the most let me proceed with my statement, I conferences. I interpreted what he said 
complicated pieces of legislation that the think I can save time, and I will try as to mean that he regarded the sugar law 
·House has ever been called upon to con- best I can to explain the bill. I have no somewhat in the nature of an interna-
sider. It is of far-reaching importance. desire to avoid a discussion of the de- tional agreement with Cuba. Of course, 
The time for presenting this complicated tails of the bill, but I do want to say, in it is not an international agreement. 
bill to the House is very limited. I have the first place, the information that the we know we have a perfect right legally 
at my disposal only 30 minutes, which is gentleman has received is entirely in- and morally to change any law we enact. 
a rather short time to present a bill of accurate. This law we are asking you to accept to
this importance to the House, when our We have before us the proposition of day can be changed tomorrow if Con
committee has worked diligently on the dividing 8,400,000 tons of sugar. gress decides to exercise its will. So, the 
bill for more than a month, with meet- That sugar is divided among our do- . pressure was .terrific not to open up the 
ings in the morning and in the afternoon. mestic producers, the beet area, the act, not to schedule hearings, and, on 
I know I have never worked harder on sugarcane area, Puerto Rico, Hawaii, the other hand;the pressure was terrific 
any bill _th~t ha_s been reported from our and then we provide an allotment for to , open up the act and to sched~le 
committee during my service on the com- the Philippines, for Cuba, for. Mexico, hearings. 
mittee than I have on this bill. It af- for the Dominican Republic, for Peru, All these bills were pending in our com
fects people in far-distant places and it Haiti, Panama, and so on. Representa- mittee. Finally, in April I asked the Sec
vitally atiects every one of your con- tives of every country and ·area partic- retary of Agriculture, Mr. Benson, the 
stituents. ipating in this program have been very Department of state, and the Depart-

In presenting the matter to the Rules . active in behalf of the particular area ment of the Interior for a report on these 
Committee, knowing that the R~les in which they are interested. bills. · The. Department of the Interior, 
Committee was ·pJ,"essed for time just as This town has been literally throbbing of course, is .interested because of the 
we are pressed for time, I stated to that with lobbyists and lawyers. I was urged Territories. · Although I asked for the 
committee that I would not undertake to · to start these hearings, and I was re- reports in April, we did not receive a re.
discuss the ~ details of 'this complicated - luctant to 'do so because I knew just port. weeks came and went. Finally, 

. program, and unless there is some real how controversial this matter is. on the 22d day of June, we started these 
demand for a detailed discussion of the When the bill was presented to this :hearings. · I was so certain that we 
program we are now presenting, I should House in 1951 by our committee, it was would find ourselves ·deadlocked in a 
like very much to avoid a discussion of only briefly discussed, because when all great contr.oversy, that , we would only 
those details, if possible. tl~ese various groups came to me for consume 2 or 3 days and then perhaps 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the hearings I insisted that they themselves call off the hearings. But after the hear-
gentleman yield? try to reach an agreement, and, they ings were s.tarted, the officials ,of the de-

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle- did just that. So, when the bill was partments, in testifying before our com-
man from Iowa. ·presented here, I doubt if a single Mem- mittee, when they were reminded of the 

Mr. GROSS. When does the present ber of the House even remembers the fact that they had not reported on any 
law expire?·· occasion. It was adopted, and we pro- of these bms1they finally brought in a 

Mr. ' COOLEY. The present law was ceed to live with it and under it until report. When. we received the report 
rewritten in 1951 and it expires in De- our own domestic growers, bec~use of no and the bill which was proposed by the 
cember 1'956. fault of their own, found themselves with . administration, it was in language diffi-

Mr. GROSS. Then why is the bill a burdensome surplus, and wben this cult to understand. · · ·. . 
here at all today? Congress convened a bill was introduced So I asked that the formula be broken 

Mr. COOLEY. I am glad the gentle~ in the other body which was supported down into tonnages so that our com
man asked me .that question. I will be by 49 Senators. More than 30 bills were mittee could deal with :figures and facts 
very glad to answer it. introduced in this House and referred to concerning the different areas. That . 

Mr. MORANO. Mr. Chairman, will our committee. I mention that only to was done. We were presented with a 
the gentleman yield? show you the interest in this legislation. · chart. When · we received the chart 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle- Then a meeting was called at the showing the tonnages, it was easy to 
man from Connecticut. White House and some 40 to 45 Senators understand what had been done. 

Mr. MORANO. · No hearings have been and congressmen attended the meeting The Department of Agriculture took 
printed on this bill; is that so? with the President. At that meeting the the position that in dealing with for-

}14r. COOLEY. Unfortunately, that is President was advised of the fact that eign countries the State Department 
true. this law would not expire until Decem- should exercise its judgment as to the 

Mr. MORANO. How do we know what ber 1956 but that notwithstanding that . quotas for those foreign countries. Agri-
transpired in the hearings? expiration date this Sugar Act should . culture made_ its recommendations with 

Mi'. COOLEY. I will tell the gentle- be opened up to the end th.at the domes- regard to the .domestic ar~as, and · the 
man if he will give me a chance. tic producers might be given some relief. two departments concurred m the result. 
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When that chart was presented and 
understood, apparently everybody was 
dissatisfied. I know that members of 
our committee approached the perform
ance ·of their duty impartially and with 
open minds and in an effort to accom
plish something that would be as ac
ceptable to the administrative branch as 
possible and something that would be 
equitable among all of the areas. 

So we started with the propasal from 
the Department, and all of us were . de
termined to stick as closely as we pos
sibly could to the recommendations of 
the administration, but not do violence 
to ourselves and our own judgment and 
to other areas. 

While we gave careful consideration 
to the bill recommended by the execu
tive branch we claimed for ourselves the 
right to prepare and present a bill which 
we considered to be fair, just, and equi
table. 
· The bill presented to us called for a 

55-45 division of the consumption. in the 
American market. We started out with ' 
8,400,00-0 tons. The departments recom
mended that we give our -0wn producers 
55 percent of that and the other 45 per
cent of our consumption to Cuba and to 
other foreign countries. They went fur
ther than that and took it upan them
selves in the Department of State to say 
that in the distribution of the 45 percent 
of our total consumption among Cuba 
and .foreign countries, it should be di
vided 60 percent to Cuba and 40 percent 
to the full-duty countries. 

Our committee again exercised its own 
will and we changed the figures of 60-4-0 
to 50-50-and we changed the 55-45 to 
50-50. i\'nd then we -claimed for our
selves the right to make other arbitrary 
decisions. 

This matter was presented to us as 
if there were something Sa.cred about the 
f-0rmula that had been worked out in the 
bill I p6inted out to the o:tncials that 
they had made at least 20 arbitrary de
cisions and <leterminations ,before they 
arrived at their f-Ormula. · 

We certainly have a right to make 
some arbitrary decisions· ourselves. We 
tried tO satisfy as many people as we 
could and to do as little harm as possi
ble to any particular area, because in 
dividing this up we could only: give away 
that which we could take away from 
somebody else. So we started out with 
this: The Department had taken away 
from Cuba 1-00,000 tons of sugar and 
had given it to our domestic producers. 
The Department had recommended 
977 ,000 tons of sugar for the Philippines, 
and that was an arbitrary decision. The 
Department had suggested that the 
Philippin~ quota be frozen through the 
life of the bill That was an arbitrary 
decision, and we accepted all of these ar
bitrary decisions. 

NaturallY, every group affected was 
asking for an increased quota. The re
finers from Houston ·to Boston were in
terested in this legislation. The refiners 
of sugar in Puerto Rico wanted to in
crease their refined sugar qu-0ta. So the 
committee-with all these problems be
fore us, and I say that I do not want 
to discuss the details of the act· because 
if I do I will never be able to tell you 

what I want to tell you about the bill- who can correct me if I am wrong. 
started out to do the best job we could. There are people on this fioor from 

First after giving 100,000 tons to our the beet-sugar..:growing areas. We have 
domestic producers and fixing the Phil- some distinguished Members from the 
ippine quota at a fair level of 977 ,000 Congress en the committee from the 
tons, the Hawaiian Islands are perfect- beet-producing districts. They are here 
Iy satisfied because they have a quota to speak for themselves. But I think I 
large enough, they think, to take care am sa,f e in saying to you that they are 
of their needs. Puerto Rico has been satisfied with this bill, and that those 
willing to accept what we have provided from the cane-sugar-producing areas 
in this bill for Puerto Rico, although it are also satisfied with the bill. The peo
is far short of its wants. Puerto Rico ple in Hawaii are satisfied with the bill. 
would like to have an increased quota. ·Puerto Rico is satisfied with it. All of 
Puerto Rico would like to have an in- the full-duty countries are satisfied with 
creased raw sugar quota and an in- it . . I think I am safe in saying that the 
creased refined sugar quota. refiners of America are satisfied with it, 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair- and if they are not, they can speak for 
man, will the gentleman yield? themselves. When I say they are satis-

Mr. COOLEY.· I yield. fied, I mean there is general satisfaction 
Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Now that with the bill. I do not mean as we have 

the chairman of the Committee on Agri- presented it and· as it is here no_w, ~e
culture has explained the bill, I wonder cause there are some controversies m
if he would admit that the sugar legiS- valved. There is a section here that 
Iation is just as confused as the road deals almost directly with the Philip
legislation was last week. pines because the Philippines have dis-

Mr. COOLEY. I will admit this House eriminated against us in their own Con-
. will really be confused if they try to gress. They have enacted a law and 
know all that is in this bill. It is some- have named the American Virginia type 
thing you almost are forced to accept of tobacco by name, and they by their 
upon faith. I think you are jus~UJ.ed in congressional action have driven us out 
accepting it upon faith because this sugar of their markets and have unfairly dis
program · has been in operation for 20 criminated against us. That act is still 
years and I am certain that some of you on their books. So we put this provision· 
ladie~ and gentleman who are listening in this bill, and I will say here and now 
to me now did not know that. I have that tt is directed at the Philippines be
made speeches in city districts a~d cause of that unfair law which they en
throughout this country and I have said acted against us, which ls nothing more 
to many audiences, "People denounce· or less than a gratuitous insult to the 
the f.arm program, but here is one part American flag, because even if the law 
of our program that no one denounces." were repealed tomorrow, we could not 
The program has operated so well, so force them to buy tobacco. They have 
successfully, and so smoothly, that the provided by law that their manufac~
average housewife is not even aware of . ers cannot buy our tobacco. I have clls
the fact that we have a s~ar program. cussed this matter with many people and 
Even the average Congressman is un-· I have agreed that when the amendment. 
aware of the fact that we have a sugar- . is offered to strike out that section, I 
program. But we have it. It has op- Will accept the amendment a.lid let the 
erated well, and . under. the program~ section be stricken out. · 
prices have been stabilized throug.h the · I understand the gentleman from 
years. We have avoided great fiuctua- Massachusetts [Mr . . McCO'RMICK] will of
tions in prices even in war, World War II. fer the a·mendment, but I am saying here 
the Korean war, .and-otherwise. On this now, and I wa[\t to make it clear, that the 
program at the end of this year 'this congress of the Philippines can re':leal 
sugar program will result in a net profit their law just as quickly as we can with
to the taxpayers of America i0f more draw this amendment. and if they do not · 
than $300 million. . do it, I a,.m saying now ~hat I will bring 
. Mr. BELCHER. Mr. Chairman, will a bill out of my committee in January 
the gentleman yield? . to prevent any further discriminat~o.ns 
. Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle- against any agricultural commodities 
man from Oklahoma. produced in our country. 

Mr. BELCHER. In addition, at this Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
time the Government does not own one gentleman yield? · 
single dollar's worth of sugar. Mr. COOLEY. I yield._ 

Mr. COOLEY. The gentleman is right. · Mr. GROSS. The gentleman has al
If a program has operated so well so lo~g, ready answered one question that I had. 
that is justification for your accepting but I do have another question. I should 
this ·program today on faith. like to ask the gentleman whether this 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, will the bill was well .supparted in committee. 
gentleman yield? Mr. COOLEY. Oh, yes; I will say that 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle- but for one section in the bill I have rea-
ma'n from Maine. - son to believe that the vote in the com-

Mr. HALE. Am I correct in under- mittee would have been unanimous or 
Btanding that the general effect of this almost unanimous. The section I ref er 
legislation is to cut down the importa- to is the section providing for nonre
tions from Cuba i'n favor of importations course loans. We do provide here for 
from other Western Hemisphere coun- relief-not only should we provide im-
~~? od 

Mr. COOLEY. No. If I can hurry 0~ mediate relief for our dom~tic pr uc-
1 think I can tell you.what we did. · ers, but we should give domestic pro-

I would just like to say this. and I ducers the benefit of nonrecourse loans 
think I am right. There are men here at a level of 90 percent of parity. I am 
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c.ertain that an amendment will be of
fered to strike this provision oµt. I still 
believe it should be retained. But if tbe 
producers do not want it, and if the 
Congressmen representing those dis
tricts in which sugar is produced do not 
want it, I certainly shall not attempt to 
force a loan program upon them. I un
derstand my good friend, the gentleman 
from Utah [Mr. D1xoN], will o:tier an 
amendment to strike out this provision 
for nonrecourse loans. 

Mr. GROSS. I was in hopes that 
somebody from that area of the coun
try would o:tier an amendment to , strike 
it out, because certainly most of them . 
from the Rocky Mountain area voted 
against 90 percent of parity for mid
western agriculture. 

Mr. COOLEY. That is exactly the 
reason why the gentleman from North 
Carolina is not willing . to take it out. 
I want them to take it out, if it is to be 
taken out. 

Mr. BELCHER. I think you have 
cleared up the question I wanted to ask, 
that is that the two controversial sec
tions of the bill of the 90 percent and 
the Philippines, and my understanding 
is that the gentleman is not opposed to 
taking them out. 

Mr. COOLEY. No, but I want these 
82%-percenters to take it out; I do not 
want to take it out myself. 

One other thing about the State De
partment. The State Department is ob
jecting to the bill as it a:tiects Peru be
cause Peru would be greatly handicapped 
in negotiations in connection with the 
International Sugar Agreement if that 
provision is retained in the. bill. The 
Peruvian representati1ve, a very distin
guished Washington lawyer, came to me 
and pointed out that Peru would be 
handicapped by this provision and would 
go to the next international sugar con
ference handcu:tied and would be unable 
to negotiate at arms length and on a fair 
basis with other countries. I shall, there
fore, o:tier an amendment to strike out 
this provision. . 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. I yield. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. I wonder 

1f the gentleman from North Carolina 
would tell the House what the average 
acre subsidy is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from North Carolina has 
again expired. 

Mr. COOLEY~ Mr. Chairman, if no
body objects I will take 3 additional 
minutes. 
Mr.~ Chairman, I would just like to say 

to my good friend from Illinois that it 
would take too much of the time of the 
House to answer the gentleman's ques
tion, because the subsidy per acre varies 
1n different areas. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Would the 
gentleman admit that it averages better 
than $40 an acre in the United States? 

Mr. COOLEY. I have the figures and 
assure the gentleman I will put them 
in, but I think the gentleman is very 
modest in the figure he uses. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. It will 
.average more than $42 an acre in the 
United States. 

Mr. COOLEY. Probably so. But 
when you think about voting against 
this bill, just. think what the situation 
would be if you did not have this bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. I did vote 
against the bill. 
· Mr. COOLEY. I am surprised at the 

gentleman. 
Mr. SHEEHAN. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOLEY. I yield. 
Mr. SHEEHAN. One of the objec

tions that has been made has been to 
the use of 1947 as a factor in the com
putation of price. 

Mr. COOLEY. That has been taken 
out. That iSr something that will prob
ably a:tiord some relief to the industrial· 
users and I assume that is what the 
gentleman has in mind. 

Mr. SHEEHAN. That is right. 
Mr. COOLEY. Not only that, but also 

the formula is modified in the way the 
gentleman has indicated. Furthermore, 
any time that the Secretary thinks sugar 
prices are too high he can authorize the 
bringing in of more o:tishore sugar and 
that itself would tend to put prices down. 

Mr. SHEEHAN. Was it not proposed 
that instead of using 1947 as a base, 
1947-49 be used as a base? 

Mr. COOLEY. Certainly. That is 
correct, and that is the provision we 
approved. 
· Mr. SHEEHAN. What advantage or 
disadvantage does it give? 

Mr. COOLEY. My recollection is a 
reduction of about 80, cents a hundred
weight. 

Mr. SHEEHAN. You mean it reduces 
the total. 

Mr. COOLEY. The price ceiling would 
go down that much. 

Mr. SHEEHAN. However, if the Sec
r-etary of Agriculture should use this as a 
factor in getting at the prices does not 
the gentleman think it would get close 
to 105 or 110 percent of parity, using 
1947-49 as a factor? 
- Mr. COOLEY. Actually, if the Secre .. 
tary should carry out the full . e:tiect of 
the formula written in the Sugar Act 
the price of sugar would be substantially 
higher, I think probably a cent or a 
cent and a half a pound. 

Mr . . SHEEHAN. It would simply 
mean that, regardless even if the 90 per
cent factor is taken out, if the Secretary 
of Agriculture goes to 1947-49 base, 
the price of sugar will be 105 or 110 per
cent of parity, and this would mean that 
sugar was in the most favored position 
of any agricultural product. 

Mr. COOLEY. It is now and always 
has been. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COOLEY. I have but 2 minutes 
remaining, but I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr . . JOHNSON of California. Refer
ring to the gentleman's statement of 
what the situation would be if we did not 
have a law, in 1920 when I was married 
we paid 32 cents a pound for sugar. 
Ever since then, in my experience, it has 
not gone over 8% cents a pound. That 
is what the sugar law did. 

Mr. COOLEY. You cannot live with
out the act, because . you would actually 
ciucify all the domestic producers. 

Mr. MORANO. But .the law expires 
in December of 1956. 

Mr. COOLEY. I wish that I had the 
time, for I would be glad to go over the 
facts and show exactly what we have 
done for Cuba. 
, Mr. MORANO. I am thinking about 

the United States right now. 
Mr. COOLEY: Take the State De

partment bill and our bill, and at the 
end of the 4-year period Cuba has only 
given up about· ll,000 tons of sugar more 
than she would have to give up under the 
State Department bill. 
, Mr. MORANO. That may be true, but 

I am thinking about the things that Cuba 
buys from the United States. 

Mr. COOLEY. Well, what about 
Mexico? Mexico ' buys more from us 
than Cuba and all the full duty countries 
put together. 

Every sugar-producing area and all the 
problems of all of those areas were care
fully considered by members of our com
mittee in our e:tiorts to deal fairly and 
justly with th·e people from all of the 
sugar-producing areas participating in 
this program. Hearings started June 22 
and ended July 21.' Twenty meetings of 
our committee were held. More than 
1,300 pages of testimony was taken and 
numerous lengthy statements were pre
sented to the committtee and inserted in 
the record. More than 100 witnesses tes .. 
tiffed, and hundreds of letters and tele
grams were received and considered. 
Numerous charts and documents were 
analyzed, and many formulas were con
sidered. The one purpose of our com
mittee was to act impartialiy and to do 
justice among all friendly areas partici
pating in this program. · 
· Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. Mr. Chair
man, I appreciate the hard work of the 
Committee on Agriculture in response to 
the appeal of representatives of sugar
producing areas, but it is to be regretted 
that the involved relationship between 
the economic problems dealt with in the 
pending bill and those of other countries, 
particularly · of Cuba, have not received 
greater emphasis. Our own welfare re
quires it, and I trust that in the periodic 
reviews which this legislation will receive 
we may be able to devise an acceptable 
policy with reference to the importation 
of Cuban sugar. Undue restrictions in 
the Cuban quota create new problems for 
us since Cuba's interests are so closely 
tied to our own. I think of this illustra
tion, Mr. Chairman. Cuba, having a 
high per capita rice conswription, is one 
of our best customers for Ameri.can rice, 
but because her sugar markets here are 
not permitted to e~pand the Cuban peo
ple are .not purchasing our rice in quan
tities they would normally use. As a re
sult they are forced to turn land to rice 
cultivation for their own use which is 
uneconomic · from every standpoint. 
Sugar and rice are vital elements in the 
island's economy. Granting that much 
depends upon the wiSdom and foresight 
of CUba's own policymakers~ it is evi .. 
dent that economic difficulties fa Cuba 
and the Caribbean react upon our own 
domestic situations. Ultimately we 
must weigh this interrelationship. 

As chairman of the subcommittee on 
foreign economic policy of the House 
Foreign Mairs- Committee, I urge the 
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Agriculture Committee members to take 
into account the eeonomfo factors which 
1· have briefly described. · 
· Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, it is true, as the dis
tinguished chairman of the Committee 
en Agriculture has stated, that it is im
possible in the time allotted to discuss 
all the details of this legislation. How
ever, this is legislation which has been 
before tbe Congress ever since 1934. We 
passed legislation that year; in 1937 we 
amended it somewhat; the 1937 legisla
tion was .extended several times: We 
passed legislation in 1948 and in 1951, 
all of which embodied essentially the 
same principles that are contained in 
this legislation and which did not differ 
a great deal from this legislation except 
in the distribution of sugar consumption 
'to the various producing areas. The 
basic theory of the legislation has been 
the same since· 1934. 

The problem that committee faced 
and which the House faces in consider
ing this legislation is making as fair a 
distribution of sugar production to the 
_various produci:p.g areas as it is possible 
to do. I believe that the committee has 
done a good job, not just as I · would 
have it if I were writing it, not hist as 
you would do it. perhaps; but when you 
consider that we have every producing 
area asking for more· production than 
1t is now receiving and more than we 
can possibly give, you . can understand~ 
of course, that no · one is going to be 
entirely satisfied with a bill of this kind. 
It is impossible to satisfy everyone. 

For a number of years going back t.o 
the beginning of tbe war,' and up until 
18.st' year, we had no particular problem 
as far as· taking care of domestic sugar 
producers was .concerned, beca~e. owing 
to the competition of other crops, doi;nes
tic quotas on the mainland were not 
filled. In fact, in 1948 following the war 
years, the sugar producers oi this coun
try voluntarily gave up their share of 
any increa'se in domestic production lri. 
favor of Cuba and other foreign coun
tries. But in the period which has 
elapsed since that time. during which 
we have had a constantly increasing de
mand for sugar acreage in this country, 
due to the fact that we have a surplus 
of almost every agricultural commodity, 
it has come about that the sugar-produc:. 
ing areas on the United States mainland 
and in Puerto Rico need more sugar 
acreag-e .and production. This situa
tion ls particularly acute ln the main
land cane areal!! in Louisiana,. and Flor
ida, and it exists to a considerable degree 
also in the beet sugar producing. areas 

· of ·the country. 
This situation has become so difficult 

that in the mainland cane areas · a sur
plus of sugar has accumulated to the ex
tent that unless some relief is afforded 
this year there will be no market for a 
large percentage of_ the cane .sugar pro-
duction in 1955. . 

Now. the same'f)osition does not pre-
. vail as to beets, but there are more than 
normal carryovers of b8et. sugar, also. 
The way this bi11 attempts to solve that 
problem ·is to provide that for 1955 au
thority will be given: to pm-chase 1-0Q,-000 

tons of sugar for foreign relief distribu- gentleman closely and understand that 
tion. This 100,000 tons will be pur- the acreage for domestic producers will 
chased from the supplies already on be increased? 
hand and will, to that extent, relieve Mr. HOPE. That is correct. 
the congested situation. Mr. DONDERO. What 1 am particu-

Then for the year 1956 we amend the larly interested in is this, because I have 
present law, which will still be in effect had complaints about it. Will the quota 
in 1956, by providing for a division be- for domestic producers be increased in 
tween the domestic producers and the order to take care of the increased pro
foreign producers of the increase in pro- duction of sugar? And I want to add 
duction above 8,350,000 tons of sugar, and right there that one domestic p·rQducer 
we provide for a division of that sugar in this country .I am informed has on 
on the basis 50 percent to domestic pro- hand some 55,000 tons of sugar in aw.are
ducers and 50 percent to foreign pro- house, and cannot sell a pound of it be
ducers. Of the domestic 50 percent.-- cause of the quota. Is there any relief 
45.2 percent will go to domestic beet granted in this bill to that kind of a sit
producers, 42.6 to domestic cane pro- uation? 
ducers, and 10.6 percent to Puerto Rico Mr. HOPE. This bill, of course, pro
and a small percentage to the Virgin vides, as I stated in the beginning of my 
Islands. The 50 percent going .to for- remarks, for: the pur.chase of 100,000 tons 
eign countries will be divided 96 percent of sugar ior foreign relief purposes. The 
to Cuba and 4 percent to the full duty producer the gentleman has in mind 
eountries. This is for the year 1956. might get some relief from that source, 
Beginning in 1957 domestic producers as that is the purpose .of this purchase, 
will be given 50 percent of the increase to relieve the situation on Sugar which 
in domestic consumption, which is esti- has accumulated and cannot be disposed 
mated to be about 135,000 tons per year. of under the quota allocations. 
Foreign producers, excluding the Philip- Mr; DONDERO. It is one of the large 
pines, will be given the other 50 percent, cane producing companies of this coun
and that will be divided during the life try. 
of this legislation approximately on the Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
basis of one-third to Cuba and two- gentleman yield? 
thirds to the full duty countries. Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman 

Now, there are other changes in the from North Carolina. 
legislation. Those are the important Mr. COOLEY. we had no such evi
ones, however, as far as the division of dence as that before the committee. we 
sugar production is concerned, and they did have evidence of the fact that there 
"&re the most controversial parts of the were about 15.000 tons in Louisiana and 
legislation. There is a change in the · 
pricing formula, which was mentioned . about 35,000 tons in Florida actually in 

_storage. 
·by the gentleman from North Carolina Mr. DONDERO. I may have 'niis-
, [Mr. COOLEY], in that the base is 
-changed from 1947 to the period 1947_ understood what was the amount, but 
1949, and there are changes in the defini- that was the figure given me, 55,000 tons. 
tions and other technical changes in the Maybe it was 35,000 tons. This was cane 
act which it wm not be possible for me iSugar. 
to go into at this time. Mr. MORANO. Mr.. Chairman, will 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
.the gentleman yield? Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman 

·Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gent1eman from: Cnnnecticut. 
from Washington. Mr. MORANO. The ·distinguished 

Mr. HOLMES. I have been listening gentleman from Kansas CMr. HOPE] in 
with a great deal of interest to the answer to· a question of the gentleman 
gentleman's presentation of this matter. from Washington CMr. HOLMES] said 
We have a great many people out !in the t~at there was additional acreage for 
State of Washington in the irrigation domestic beet sugar provided in this 
distri-cts that are classified as nonhis- bill. If so, what is that additional acre
tory growers. These people are very vi- age, if the gentleman has that figure? 
tally interested in receiving some recog- Mr. ~OPE. That could only be an 
nition in :relation tO their needs for sugar estimate, but from a rough computation 
beet acreage in these new lands coming that I made a little while ago, it would 
under irrigation. I know the matter ·indicate that based on the estimate or 
was seriously· discussed in committee, 135,000 tons increase in consumption per 
and -could the gentleman advise me as year and on the division that we are 
to what is provided in the bill in rela- talking about • . 50 percent to domestic 
tion to any flexibility concerning these producers and 5'0 percent. to foreign pro-

·ncmhistory growers? nucers. beginning in 1957 domestic 
Mr. HOPE. I will say to the gentle- sugar beet producers would get about 

man that the biU itself does not provide 1.2 • .00.0 acres per year and mainland cane 
any formula for the distribution of ad- producers would get somewhat less than 
ditiona1 acreage of sugar beets. How- that. · · · 
ever, the committee feels that very care- Mr. MORANO. If there is now a sur
ful eonsideration should be given to the plus of beet sugar~ why do we need addi
-needs of the new growers and so states tional acreage? I do· not understand 
in the report. that. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will Mr. ·HOPE. This would be the ab-
the gentleman yield? · sorption of the increased consumption. 

Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman They will not get the increased acreage 
from Michigan. until the consumption increases. Under 

Mr. DONDERO. The point I am inter- this bill domestic producers will share in 
ested in is this. I have followed the the increase in e-0nsumption. Since 
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1948 all increased consumption has gone 
to Cuba and other foreign countries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HOPE] has 
again expired. 

Mr. HOPE. I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, the bill 
R. R. 7030, to amend and extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, is one of the most im
portant pieces of legislation to come be
fore this session of Congress. 

Let me state in the beginning of my 
remarks that the Committee on Agri
culture, its chairman and both the ma
jority and minority members have co
operated and labored diligently on' this 
legislation and brought to this House .a 
bill on the extension of the Sugar Act of 
1948 which in my considered opinion 
meets the changing condition of world 
production and marketing of sugar. 

In order to understand why we need 
this legislation in this session of Con
gress we should be reminded that the 
basic quotas for the mainland sugar pro
ducers and the Hawaiian Islands · have 
remained rigidly fixed since 1948. When 
we speak of the mainland sugar pro
ducing areas we, of course, mean the 
cane and sugar beet areas in the United 
States proper. 

In the act of 1948 Puerto Rico's basic 
quota was increased 170,000 tons, the 
Virgin Islands was increased 6,000 tons, 
but the mainland sugar producing areas 
within the borders of the United States 
remained the same, which was 1,800,000 
tons beet area and 500,000 tons ·for the 
cane area. 

During this same period of time the · 
United States consumption increased 
about 1 million tons. , And remember 
now that not 1 ton of increase was 
granted to the domestic sugarcane and 
beet sugar producers. ·This is the. main 
reason the Sugar Act should be amended 
and changed at this time. 

The Sugar Acts of .1934 and 1937 di
vided the United States market percent
agewise. The 1937 act reserved _55.59 
percent of the United States market for 
domestic producers and the balance to 

· foreign countries. And as the demand 
for sugar increased in the United States 
.these producing areas shared propor
tionately in the expanding market. . 

Under the law a!!I it now exists Cuba 
supplies, 96 percent of each year's in
creased demand for sugar in the United 
States. All other foreign suppliers sup
ply, not proportionately but in the man
ner indicated in the legislation, the bal
ance of the 4 percent. None of the in
crease in consumption under the present 
law can be supplied by the domestic pro• 
ducers. 

Under the present law the Secretary of 
Agriculture has estimated that we will 
use 8,400,000 tons of sugar in 1955 and 
according to the formula in the law the 
maximum the domestic areas can pro
duce would be in short tons as follows: 
I>olllestic beet ___________________ 1,800,000 
:M:ainland cane__________________ 500,000 
HawaiL------------------------- 1, 052, 000 
Puerto Rico_~------------------- 1,080,000 
Virgin Islands------------------- 12, 000 

Total--------------------- 3,956,000 

Under the present law the Republic of 
the Philippines supplies us 977 ,000 tons; 
Cuba, 2,859,840 tons; and the full-duty 
countries, which are the countries per
mitted to supply us with 4 percent of 
our annual consumption, would supply 
the balance. 

These full-duty countries, according 
to our report, would supply as follows: 
Peru _______________________________ 55,658 
I>olllinican Republic ________________ 29, 592 
:M:exico _____________________________ 12,269 

Nicaragua-------------------------- 8,386 
Haiti----------------·-------------- 2, 863 

And a small amount from various 
countries mentioned in the report. 

I might add that when we are speak
ing of domestic industry in this Sugar 
Act we refer to United States mainland, 
Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands. 

I think I should mention the fact that 
Cuba's supply of our entire domestic 
consumption in the United States is 
2,859,840 tons. Cuba has been well taken 
care of and certainly receives the cream 
of the sugar imPorts under the present 
act and will continue to do so under H. R. 
7030. 

Under the proposed changes in the 
law the domestic industl,'y would be 
granted quota increases to relieve .an 
intolerable situation which has devel
oped because of increased per-acre yields 
and the inflexibility of marketing quo
tas fixed by the present law. And ,the 
domestic industry would share in future 
growth of the United States sugar mar
kets ,on a 50-50 basis. 

The principal reasons for considering 
the changes of the Sugar Act at this time 
are based on the fact that the present 
Sugar Act expires at the end of 1956. 

·-Growers contract with processors before 
the planting of crops, and the sugar 
crops are marketed a year after the 
crops are harvested. 
, Our domestic sugar industry is im
portant to our national well-being both 
agriculturally and economically. In the 
vast reaches of the semi-arid West, the 
sugar beet has become synonymous with 
stability. New growers could get little 
consideration under present legislation, 
but would share in the increased con
sumption under H. R. 7030. It is the 
ace-in-the-hole UPon which many of our 
western farmers depend. It is a prime 
.cash crop, it is important to proper rota
.tion practices, it is the basis for live
stock feeding operations. 

In the south-Louisiana and Florida-
sugarcane means just as much to the 
farmers who grow it. We have been told 
that in the 150-year history of the 
sugarcane industry in Louisiana, no 
other cash crop has been found to re
place sugarcane. 

In our off shore island possessions-
Ha wail, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Is
lands-sugarcane is a mainstay of the 
entire economies. 

Last year alone, the domestic sugar 
industry poured more than a billion dol
lars into our national economy. 

We are all well aware that the United 
States sugar industry is regulated by 
Federal law. For more than 20 years, 
our national sugar program has proven 
.to be an excellent one. In 1934 we ini- . 
tiated the present system. In 1937 Con:. 

gress made changes in the details of the 
first Sugar Act. Again in 1948 and in 
1951 it was deemed necessary to amend 
and extend the existing act. Now, once 
again, changing conditions make neces
sary changes in the law to keep it mod
ernized and attuned to circumstances as 
they now exist. 

If we examine what has taken place 
in our domestic sugar industry and our 
Nation as a whole since the Sugar Act 
was amended, it becomes quite obvious 
why this Congress must once again re
vise the law to fit new conditions. Our 
population is expanding rapidly, at the 
rate of some 2 % million persons each 
year. As we grow in numbers, so do we 
grow in our appetite for food. Sugar is 
no exception. Our annual consumption 
of this commodity is going upward, year 
by year. 

But, as a result of the fixed market
ing quota provisions applied to all do
mestic sugar producers in amendments 
to the Sugar Act in 1948, these people 
have been forced to remain static. 
Worse than that, as our Nation grows 
and expands, our sugar farmers are be
ing told they must cut back their acre
~ges. These cuts have become neces
sary because of the fixed quotas, plus 
the industry's own tremendous advances 
in e:fflciency. 

Our domestic sugar industry lays just 
and indisputable claim to being the most 
e:fflcient in the entire sugar world-and 
sugar is almost a uhive.rsal product, pro
duced in varying quantities in all but a 
very few countries on earth. 
· In the past 7 years, our western sugar
be~t farmers have increase~ their pro:. 
duction of s·ugar per acre by some i5 
percent. In the past 30 years, their 
production improvement has been esti
mated at 68 percent. 

In Louisiana, sugar production per 
acre has been increased 21 percent in 
the past 7 years. 
· In Hawaii, the man-hours required to 
·produce 1 ton of sugar are the lowest 
in the world. · 
· These are gain8 which have been 
·achieved through hard work and hard 
thinking. Our farmers and processors, 
our scientists and experts in the Depart
ment of Agriculture, our State colleges 
·and others have united their manpower 
and their brainpower in bringing into 
reality thes~ truly American accom
'plishments, only t.o be penalized for 
increasing e:fflciency. 
· In the past 2 years our sugarcane 
"farmers in Louisiana and Florida have 
'had this said to.them twice for an aggre
·gate acreage cut of 18 percent. And our 
sugar-beet farmers througl)out the West 
have had the same word and a cut of 
10 percent in their acreage. 

This simply does not make sense when 
one considers that we produce in this 
Nation only a portion of the sugar we 
consume. We are not producing sugar 
enough to meet our needs. We ate im
porting almost half of every pound of 
sugar we use. · 

We are penalizing our farmers for no 
good reason, forcing them out of sugar 
production into the growing of other 
crops already in surplus supply. 

It is essential that we reverse this 
trend by passing H~ R. 7030. 



1955 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 12439 
During the 12 years I have been privi

leged to serve on the Committee on 
Agriculture, there seldom has been 
greater effort niade to solve a more 
complex problem than confronted our 
committee when we addressed ourselves 
to the matter of proposed sugar legisla..; 
tion. Hearings on the proposal to 
amend and extend the Sugar Act ex
tended oyer a period of a month. We 
heard from virtually everyone with a 
direct or indirect interest in the matter. 
Thousands of words of testimony have 
gone into the record. 

As. we weighed the many problems in
volved, we have been not only keenly 
sensitive to .the problems and best inter
ests of our own domestic sugar industry; 
but we have attempted to give full at
tention to our trade relationships with 
our good neighbors and friends in for
eign lands who help supply our sugar. 
The bill before us represents give and 
take on all sides. We have all had to 
compromise in order that some solution, 
if not ideal, could be found and action 
taken this year. 

Throughout our committee delibera
tions, and now that the matter is before 
us as a Committee of the Whole, it has 
been and continues to be necessary that 
we test the proposed amendments and 
extension in relation to the basic stated 
purposes of the Sugar Act, which is our 
national policy~ These purposes are 
stated thus: 

An act to regulate commerce among the 
several States, wl:th the Territories and pos
session.$ of the United States, and with for
eign countries; to protect the welfare of the 
consumers of sugars and thos~ engaged in 
the sugar·-producing industry; to promote 
the export trade of the United States; and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. Chairman, time is of the essence. 
Our sugar farmers must, and deserve to 
know now what they are going to be per
mitted to gJ,'oW next year. They ca;nnot 
wait until . next spring to be told how 
they may crop their lands. California 
plants in November and contracts will 
not be let for sugar that cannot be mar
keted. They have sought our counsel 
and assistance. We cannot deny them. 

I earnestly hope my colleagues that 
you will feel disposed to support this 
legislation. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
additional minute to the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I have not 
time to finish my remarks, so I will 
place them in the RECORD and I hope 
you will read them carefully, because we 
tried very earnestly in this bill to .carry 
out the theory that we need a national 
Sugar act. . · 

Mr. CEDERBERG. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 
Mr. CEDERBERG. I want to asso

ciate myself · with the remarks of the 
gentleman from Colorado and also ex
press to the Committee. on Agriculture 
the appreciation of thousands of sugar 
beet growers in the State of Michigan 
for your farsightedness in bringing up 
this legislation. We think it will be of 
real benefit to us. . · 

Mr. BEAMER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HILL. I yield. 
Mr. BEAMER. I want to associate 

myself with the remarks of the gentle
man from Colorado and to ask a ques
tion. I also have received inquiries, 
among them a telegram asking why we 
do not have 55 percent instead of 50 
percent. 

Mr. HILL. I will answer that under 
the 5-minute rule. 

Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent. to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Chairman, in 

connection with this debate on H. R. 
7030, I wish to call the attention of the 
Members to the present serious situation 
wheraby fixed quota restrictions are dis
·criminating against United States sugar 
and permitting foreign sugar to fill en
tirely the increase in the United States 
sugar market. 

In 20 years, the cost of sugar has risen 
30 percent less than the average cost of 
other foods and today retails at prac
tically the same price as it did in 1948. 
It is a vital commodity, being crystallized 
energy, the lowest in cost per energy unit 
of all foods, vital to diet, vital to ind us.try 
in peace and war. It is not a surplus 
crop since the United States, including 
.its Territories, produces ·little more than 
half of the sugar we consume. 

Since 1948, United States papulation 
'has increased from 146 to 162 million 
people, an increase of 16 million. Dur
ing this same period, the Nation's annual 
sugar consumption has risen by a million 
tons, from 7.2 to 8.2 million tons and is 
still increasing. 

Mr. Chairman, this increase has been 
supplied entirely by foreigners. All the 
annual market growth goes to foreign 
countries, 96 percent to Cuba, 4 percent 
to other · foreigners, nothing to Ameri
cans. Domestic sugar producers· have 
fixed quotas set by existing law and can
not supply 1 ounce of present or future 
market increases unless that law is 
changed. Thus the American producers' 
share of the American sugar market 
shrinks as the Nation's total sugar needs 
rise. 

During the last 7 years, American 
sugar farmers have modernized and 
mechanized their operations at great ex
pense, increased their efficiency tre
mendously and raised their production 
per acre by as much as 20 percent. How
ever, Mr. Chairman, their progress has 
been stalled by rigid marketing quotas 
which have forced drastic cuts in sugar 
crop acreage up to 18 percent in the last 
2 years, with more cuts to come unless 
immediate action is taken. 

This immediate action to restore to 
American producers their rightful share 
in the United States sugar market in
creases is urgent because American citi
zens should no longer be denied the right 
to share in the growth of their own coun
try. ·If there are further acreage cuts it 
will work a severe hardship on Ameri
can sugar farmers in 24 States and in 
American Island Territories. Further, 

if more acres are diverted from sugar
cane or sugar beets, it will add to the 
supplies of crops which are already in 
surplus. Finally, the American sugar 
industry, which each year pours a bil
lion dollars into the economic lif estream 
of our country and helps other indus
tries pay the wages of millions of Ameri
cans, must be kept healthy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I understand that 
· bills have been introduced by 49 Sena
tors and 28 Congressmen to remedy the 
situation that has arisen under the pres
ent sugar act. These 77 sponsors are di
vided almost equally between the two 
political parties and there is widespread 
bipartisan support for these measures 
by many persons who understand the 
need for and the effect of this proposed 
legislation. However, many Americans 
have been confused by a propaganda 
campaign conducted by certain Cuban 
sugar interests. 

Mr. Chairman, this proposed legisla
tion will not reduce the volume of sugar 
shipments from Cuba or any other for
eign nation below their present quotas. 
It does not deny to Cuba or to any other 
foreign producer the privilege of con
tinuing to participate in the future 
growth of the United States market. It 
merely restores the historic right of our 
own citizens to receive a share of future 
increases in our own market and it 
should be passed this year to avoid fur
ther damaging consequences to the 
American · sugar industry. 

Now what about the situation in Mich
igan. This year Michigan sugar beet 
growers were allocated 9.58 percent of 
the total acreage of 850,000 acres. Now 
in 1950 there were 5,300 sugar beet pro
ducers in Michigan while in 1935 there 
were 12,500. That drop is explained by 
the restrictions and by the acreage cuts 
on sugar beet farmers to which I have 
referred above. This unprofitable sit- · 
uation has driven many sugar beet pro- · 
ducers in my district to divert their 
acreage to corn, a basic commodity, and 
now one sees corn bins all throughout 
central Michigan, holding surpluses un
der Government loans, whereas a few 
years ago those counties were corn-im
porting areas. Relief is needed and 
needed quickly for Michigan's sugar 
beet producers. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not regard H. R. 
7030 as the best possible relief that our 
sugar producers can obtain but I in
tend to support it because it certainly is 
a step in the right· direction. That di
rection is to give American sugar pro
ducers their fair share of the American 
sugar market. 

Mr. CHENWORTH. Mr: Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent to extend· my 
remarks at this point in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
· to the request of the gentleman from 
Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Chairman, I 

rise in support of H. R. 7030, a bill 
amending and extending the Sugar Act 
of 1948. I want to commend the com-

. mittee on bringing this bill to the :floor 
of the House. 

I was one of several Members of the · 
House who introduced similar bills. My 
bill was H. R. 5470. I am very much 
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interested in this sugar legislation and I 
feel that the bill before us today is vitally 
needed at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I represent the Third 
Congressional District of Colorado, which 
is a large sugar beet producing area. I 
have three sugar beet factories located 
in my district. All of these factories 
have been in operation for many years, 
and are a vital part of the economy of our 
area. I consider it highly essential to 
our national economy to promote and 
maintain the domestic sugar industry of 
our country, both cane and beet. We do 
not appreciate the importance of our 
domestic sugar industry unti1 outside 
supplies are cut off as in time of war, 
when we must rely on our domestic pro
duction for our needs. Certainly it 
would be a shortsighted policy to neglect 
this important industry. 

I submit that every effort should be 
made to keep our domestic sugar industry 
in -a healthy and prosperous condition. 
This is what we are seeking to· do by this 
legislation before us today. We want to 
do everything possible to assure an ade
quate supply of domestic sugar in the 
event of another emergency. 

I strongly feel that our domestic sugar 
producers should be permitted to partici
pate in the expanding domestic market. 
Under sugar legislation in effect from 
1934 to 1948 both domestic and foreign 
sugar producers shared the Uriited States 
sugar market on a percentage basis. 
However, the Sugar Act of 1948 estab
lished fixed inflexible quotas for all do
mestic producing areas. It gave to for
eign producing countries all of the bene
fit of increased consumption in this 
country. Practically 100 percent of this 
increase went to Cuba. 
· The domestic industry concurred in 

the 1948 act because of appreciation for 
the contribution which Cuba had made, 
along with our domestic areas, in meet
ing wartime sugar demands. It was felt 
in 1948 that Cuba should have some tem
porary period within which to adjust 
production to ·post-war market demands. 
It -was understood at that time that this 
arrangement was not to be final or ir
revocable, and the right was reserved to 
ask for a revision of the act whenever cir
cumstances required. 

Mr. Chairman, that time has now ar
rived, and the proposed amendment is 
absolutely necessary. The domestic pro
ducing areas as asking that their tradi
tional share of the expanding United 
St11.tes market be restored to them. Un
der the Sugar Act of 1937 the domestic 
areas received 55.59 percent of total do
mestic requirements. This bill will re
store the quota system under which our 
domestic producers will again be permit
ted to obtain their fair share of the in
creased consumption of sugar in this 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, sugar companies in this 
country are now carrying large inven
tories, and are not able to dispose of the 
sugar stocks on hand. Under this bill 
100,000 tons of domestic sugar will be 
purchased by the Government for for
eign distr\bution. This will be of great 
help in relieving the present situation. 

'Mr. Chairman, it is important to have 
this legislation enacted at this session, 
and I want to again commend the Com-

mittee on Agriculture for its prompt ac
tion on this bill. This is a good bill and 
should receive the support of the House. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. CARRIGG]. 

Mr. CARIGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CARRIGG. Mr. Speaker, at the 

hearings on the bill to amend the Sugar 
Act of 1948, Mr. Henry F. Holland, As
sistant Secretary of State for Inter
American Affairs, explained before the 
committee the position of his Depart
ment, and as regards the Philippines, he 
said the following: "The Department 
does not recommend an increase in the 
Philippine qouta at this time. The De
partment believes, however, that consid
eration should ~e given to allowing the 
Philippines a share in increased con
sumption when sugar legislation is next 
amended and after sugar from the Phil
ippines begins to pay a tariff." The Fil
ipinos were at first gratified with the 
statement. They were not surprised 
at the first part of this statement that 
:said that "the Department does not 
recommend an increase in the Philip
pine quota at this time" in · view of the 
observation of the Department that the 
act should not be amended so as to take 
effect during next year. Sugar from the 
Philippines begins to pay a tariff next 
year, and the phrase "when sugar legis
lation is next amended," was interpreted 
to mean the legislation under considera
tion. 

It now turns out that what Mr. Hol
land meant is when the legislation is 
amended after the present amendments, 
which are intended to be in effect for 
6 years. In other words, -the Depart
ment would permit the domestic produc
ers and the so-called full-duty coun
tries-Santo Domingo, Haiti, Mexico, 
Peru-all countries supplying the United 
States, to share in increased quotas due 
to increased sugar consumption, with the 
solitary exception of the Philippines. 

Is it possible that of all the countries 
supplying the American sugar market, 
the only one to be excluded from the 
benefits of increased quotas is the Phil
ippines who, among these foreign sup
pliers, is the country that needs it most 
because it has the gravest problem of 
trade deficits, unemployment, and infla
tion as a consequence of her loyalty to 
America in the last war? 

Is it possible that the only country to 
be excluded is this country who, among 
these foreign suppliers, paid most dearly 
in lives and property for their loyalty 
to the cause of freedom, who continued 
to shed blood for this cause in Korea, 
and whose representative acted so effec
tively to prevent the Asian-African con~ · 
ference in Bandung from becoming a 
Communist and anti-American organi
zation which would have lined up the 
peoples of these two great continents 
against America and the free world? · 

Is it possible that this country which, _ 
among the foreign suppliers, has the 
most serious problem of communism, 

aggravated by unemployment and infla
tion, should precisely be the country 
singled out for exclusion from the bene
fits of increased American quotas? 

Is it possible that this country that 
is the showcase of democracy and the 
only Christian country in the Orient, 
and which is being watched by one-half 
of .humanity that lives in that area to 
see if the democratic and the Christian 
way of life is superior to that of com
munism, should be so unfairly discrim
inated against? 

Is it possible that this country that 
notwithstanding its still shattered econ
omy buys only 25 percent less in the 
American market than another supplier 
that has 200 percent more sugar quota
is it possible that the United States 
should want this country with its great 
potential market of 20 million progres
sive people to delay its economic re
covery? 

Is it possible that this country that 
was prevented, because of the war and 
the resulting destruction of her indus
tries, from sellirig ~ million tons of sugar 
worth a billion dollars on which the 
United States collected duties from the 
substitute suppliers of $100 million, 
should be further punished by exclud
ing her from the benefits of increased 
quotas in the United States sugar 
market? 

Is it possible that this country where 
we have valuable militar'Y, naval, and 
aerial bases and is only a few hundred 
miles from the coast of Communist 
China, this country that gives our invest
ments the same rights and protection 
as those of her owri nationals, should be 
singled out for exclusion from the bene- ·· 
fits of increased American sugar quotas? 

When the Department sent the Assist
ant Secretary of State for Inter-Ameri
can Affairs as its spokesman on the pro:. 
posed legislation, the Philippine case 
may be said to have two strikes on it. 
We have the highest respect for Assist
ant Secretary Holland, but he is daily 
exposed to the pleadings and pressures 
of the representatives of the countries 
with which his division has to deal, and 
has little contact wlth the representa
tives of the Philippines. The impor
tance of the legislation now before Con
gress transcends the mere value of so 
many tons of sugar. We pray the Amer:. 
ican Government and the American 
Congress to pause and reconsider the 
implications of the proposed exclusion 
of the Philippines from ·the benefits of 
the amendments to the Sugar Act. The 
Filipinos and particularly Asia and the 
world at large are watching how Amer
ica deals with her tried allies and friends. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I _ yield 
such time as he may desire to the gen
tleman from Wyoming [Mr. THOMSONl. 

Mr. THOMSON of Wyoming. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarl,cs ·at this point in the 
RECORD. . 

The · CHAIRMi\N. ·Is' there otijeetion 
to the request of the gentleman ·rrom 
Wyoming? · · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. THOMSON of Wyoming. Mr. 

Chairman, I rise in support of fair treat
ment of -0ur domestic sugar industcy. I 
reluctantly state that the bill before the · 
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Committee, in my opinion, falls far short 
of giving fair treatment to the domestic 
industry. 

Of course, the State which it is my 
privilege to represent has vested interest 
in this legislation. We are hot one of 
the largest producing States in the Na
tion, but the sugar beet industry is very 
important to our economy. Sugar beets 
represented 20 percent of the cash farm 
income crop in Wyoming in 1954, accord
ing to Department of Agriculture figures. 
It is not only important to us as farming 
commodity,, but affects almost every 
other segment of our economy, includ
ing labor ·and business, which is practi
cally all small -business in Wyoming. 
Just to give you some idea of this, the 
farmer received approximately $6 ~1z mil
lion for his crop. Payrolls of the sugar 
factories in 1954 represented $2 million. 
Freight payments by truck and railroad 
amounted to .$1% million. Two and one
half million were accounted for by sugar 
refinery purchases of coal and various 
other industrial supplies. This totals 
$12 % million, but is really only a frac
tion of what could be developed, and if 
we were to arrive at . the true realistic 
total, we would have to take into account 
the equipment purchased by the farmer 
and the food and other items purchased 
by farmers ~ and factory workers, and 
those indirectly concerned. This will 
give you some idea of the importance of 
this to our economy. 

I am not here, however, to make i:tn 
appeal for special · consideration _ for my 
State, or any other State. I think this 
is good, sound legislation, for the best in
terest of the country as a whole, and 
when I say the country as a whole, I mean 
of . the farmers, businessmen, laborers, 
and the consumers. 

Although the statement has apparent· 
ly been criticized, I still think the ques· 
tion before this committee and the Con .. 
gress can be simply ~oiled down to the 
proposition of, Is the American farmer 
to be allowed to share in the growth and 
progress. of America? No. matter how 
one attempts to sidestep the issue, that 
is what must be decided. -

I attended a good portion of the hear-· 
ings and had a representative present at 
allilost all others. we secured copies of 
those statements made available to us. 
Most of the pertin~nt facts were put in ._ 
the record, and were presented very fair- . 
ly and ably by representatives_ of the 
growers and the domestic industry. I am 
confident that if they were weighed on 
the basis of fairness and historical evi
dence, and what is best for the over-all 
American citizen, then fair legislation 
would certainly be passed by this Con
gress in the form which my colleagues 
and myself illtroduced identical bills. 

The main opposition seems to be cen· 
tered around the so-called obligation we 
have to Cuba. I think that it is estab
lished beyond contradiction that we have 
no legal obligation, which we seek to 
controvert. Cuba would be left with her 
full quota before World War n; plus 
virtually all the increased consumption 
up to the present date, plus whatever 
share of the historic 45 percent foreign 
production that is eventually allotted 
to her by this committee and this Con
gress. The argume??-t that we are cut· 

ting down on her is simply without basis 
in fact. We cannot be charged with 
disrupting her economy, for we do not 
propose to buy less from her, but con
tinually more. Cuba had a right to ex
pect that the domestic producer would 
reenter the market for their historic 
share as soon as they had recovered from 
the various effects of wartime disloca- . 
tions. Cuba entered the market during 
World War II and supplied us over and 
beyond her historic quotas. Naturally we 
were gratified at this. On the other hand, 
they have been repaid well, and to say 
that they are entitled to more consider
ation is to completely overlook the pri
mary fact that we fought and financed 
a war that benefited Cuba just as well 
as the rest of the world. I remember a 
Puerto Rican regiment in North Africa, 
and a Brazilian division in Italy, but to 
the best of my knowledge, no Cuban 
blood was spilled on foreign soil. I 
think we cannot disregard the interest 
of the American farmer, and particu
larly the debt that we owe to the veteran 
who located on one of our reclamation 
farms in Wyoming and other Western 
States, and is now denied any sugar-beet 
production under the present law. 

Yes, Cuba was well repaid for con
tributing to our war effort by produc
ing sugar-at a profit-while we fought 
a war-at a loss. Cuba has had all our 
increase in domestic consumption since 
the beginning of World War II, added 
to their basic quota at that time. ·The 
Cuban import quota increased from 
roughly 1,900,0()0 tons in 1940 to 2,668,000 
tons in 1955. Under our bills we would 
take 188,000 tons out of the 200,000 esti
mated increase in consumption this year, 
and share the balance. Therefore, 
Cuba's quota for 1955 might well be as 
high as 2,673,000 tons. The argument 
that we would be taking something away 
from Cuba this year does not stand up in 
this light. 

As far as I am concerned, the argu
ment fails that we even have a moral 
obligation to. Cuba in connection with 
this. If this Government, and this Con
gress, has a moral obligation to anyone, 
it is to these veterans, who a.re suddenly · 
denied a right to produce. They ·have 
obligated themselves to pay for the ex
pensive machinery now used on a sugar 
beet farm. Unless we .do something 
about this law and do it now, we are 
saying to them, "We made available to 
you a small 160-acre farm. We encour
aged you to sign the repayment contract 
to pay back the cost of irrigation. · We 
stood bY while you invested in this ma
chinery and gave a boost to the American 
factory worker. Now we are no longer 
interested in you. You cannot grow a 
cash crop. For all we care you can lose 
your machinery. You can lose your 
farm, and your family can go begging." 

If there is any moral obligation in
volved in this legislation, in my humble 
opinion it is to these veterans. 

Let us look at the moral obligation 
statements from yet another angle. 
Throughout the hearings it was pointed 
up that the reason for the 1948 Sugar 
Act amendments was to give the Ameri
can farmer a chance to build back his 
production curtailed by the war, and to 
allow _ Cuba to scale down her production· 

gradually to gear it to a postwar economy 
over a period of 5 years rather than to 
take an abrupt drop in quota. There lies 
a .moral obligation on the part of Cuba. 
Cuba has not lived up to the spirit of 
the agreement, nor made any recog
nizable attempt to Uve up to it. She has 
each year increased her acreage, and 
each year increased her production. 
Cuba, then, is in the peculiar position 
of charging the wronged party with a 
moral obligation that cannot exist in the 
light of her ref.usal to comply with the 
spirit of the agreement made possible by 
the generosity and understanding of the 
domestic producers and the Philippine 
producers. 

I have always t::ied, throughout my 
legislative experience, to decide issues 
on the basis of principle. The principle 
involved here is that the American citi
zen, whether he be a farmer, laborer, a 
shipowner, or a lawyer, is certainly en
titled to benefit from his own enterprise 
and his own initiative-he is certainly 
entitled to a share in the growth of 
America. This is the principle involved 
in the 50-50 provision of S. 2090, adopted · 
on the floor of the House last week, to 
give the American shipowner a chance to 
take a half share of the shipping of 
American products abroad. When my 
Wyoming Farm Bureau Federation 
wired me to oppose this proposal, I im
mediately contacted them by telephone . 
to tell them that I considered the prin
ciple involved-exactly the same princi
ple we are fighting for in attempting to 
get the sugar bill passed-the right of 
the American to participate in the 
growth of America. I supported the 
50-50 provision for American shipowners 
and sailors. It was adopted by an over
whelming division vote. I think the 
House will follow the same principle as 
applied to our sugar industry. · 

What is the present law, how did it 
come about and how does it operate? At 
the end of World War II the domestic 
producer, in what appears· now to be too 
generous a gesture, said in effect, "It will 
take us a few years to build back to what 
we were ,producing before the war, which 
was 1,800,000 tons a year. Cuba is way 
up on 'production. Heretofore, we have . 
shared the market at 55 percent for 
domestic and 45 percent for foreign pro
duction. We will consent to take a fixed 
quota of 1,800,000 tons for our beet sugar 
growers and similar fixed quotas for 
others, based on the production before 
the war. We will let Cuba have most of -
the increased consumption, 96 percent 
of it; the rest will go to ·other foreign 
producers. Furthermore, we will let 
Cuba make up the deficit as to quotas 
on the Philippine production, while that 
country is being redeveloped, plus the 
domestic deficit as well. This will per• 
mit Cuba to g'o down from her war.time 
peak gradually, without serious economic 
dislocations, and we will give them 5 
years to do it." 

In simple language, this was the effect 
of the 1948 act. In 1951, it was extended 
for another 5-year period, because of the 
intervention of the Korean war, but with 
the express reservation that if the do
mestic production moved up before that 
time, we would ask for a share of the in· 
crease in the future market. 
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What do we mean by increase in the ln the third place, the bill attempts 
future market? Simply that by reason to tie sugar into a rigid price-support 
of increased, population and increased program at the taxpayers expense when 
per capita consumption, there is an aver- it is not a surplus product at all. We 
age of about 150,000 or 200,000 tons more produce ·Only about 50 ·percent of our do
sugar marketed in 'the United States mestic consumption. Are we to increa'se 
each year. With the sudden end of the our consumption at the taxpayers' ex
Korean war, and for that we thank God, pense and drive down the price to our 
the American production did build up American farmer? 
more rapidly than expected. In 1953, In the fourth place, the bill puts ·the 
we raised 1,872,000 tons of beet sugar, American farmer in the position of ac-
72,000 tons over quota. In 1954, this cepting largesse through a purchase of 
jumped to 1,978,000 tons. Acreage re- domestic sugar for free overseas distri
strictions had· to be applied. bution, when all the American farmer 

You can imagine my concern with wants is a chance to earn an honest liv
this, as the Congressman representing ing and share in the growth of America 
Wyoming. I therefore introduced H. R. . on a fair basis as an American citiien, 
5443, calling for an amendment to the just life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
Sugar Act to increase the domestic quota . happiness-by hard work. 
for the sugar-beet producer by a total of The bills which were introduced were 
85,000 tons and similar increases for . fair to foreign producers as previously 
other domestic producers, and calling for pointed out-took nothing away from 
a return to the historic formula of allow- . them and represented the very mini
ing the United States domestic producer mum that would be helpful to the Ameri
a 55-pereent share of the increasing can sugar beet farmer, or cane sugar 
market, starting with 1955 quotas. grower. 

In connection with reciprocal-trade r If it were not for the fact that I sin-
legislation, H. R. 1, some of you prob- cere1y believe and hope that the amend- · 
ably wondered why I voted to place a ment to be ottered by Congressman 
curb on the power of the State Depart- DIXON, of Utah, taking the 90-percent 
ment to control our foreign-trade policy. provision out will be adopted, and if it 
I think this is a very good indication o'f . were not for my sincere belief that the · 
why I feel this way. I ·believe we must other body will make further changes in 
trade with the rest of the world. I be- this bill which time does not permit us to 
lieve that trade is one of our best weap- consider, I would be constrained to speak 
ons for peace, but I do not believe we in opposition to the bill and vote against · 
should give away our American .stanqard it. If time permitted, I am confident 
of living or disregard the interest of our . that this House could take care of put
American producers. ting the bill in proper ·form right here 

The bill which I introduced, and the on the floor because I have complete 
identical bills 'introduced by other Con- confidence in the combined judgment of 
gressman, were introduced after many, the Members of this House when all the · 
many meetings within the industry and . facts· are known to them. There are 
other· interested persons. They repre- many other deserving bills, however, on 
sente(I the very minimwn necessary to . the scnedule and I do not believe that 
take care of our accumulated inventories . the best interests of the country would 
of refined sugar which were not. held in be served by bringing.about a prolonged 
Government storage at Gov.ernment ex- floor discussion on the amendments that
pense, but in private-storage ·as a private m:e necessary to make this bill a fair and 
inventory, s.nd still give sonie relief to just bill to all. 
our hard-pressed American sugar-beet Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
farmer and cane-sugar grower. Why is such time as he may desire to the gentle
it that the committee bill is not satis-' man from Utah CMr. DAWSON]. 
factory? . Mr. DAWSON of Utah . . Mr. Chair- : 

In the first place, it will n<>t give us · man, I ask unanimous consent to ex
any relief ori the 1955 quota, which deter- tend my remarks at this point in the 
mines the crop to be grown in 1956; The 1 RECORD. 
banker will not wait for his money. The' The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
farm-machinery man will lnsist on his' to the request of the gentleman from 
payments. The sugar farmer, and par- Utah? 
tieular1y the young veteran, will go broke,, - There was no objection. 
will be faeed .with,foreclosure, and with .. Mr. DAWSON of Utah. Mr. Chair
loss of the expensive machinery which' man, ·here is some legislation which 
he bought. in good faith. Yes, he may everyone in this House should vote for 
even lose . his · farm itself; The :first with enthusiasm. 
money that will come to him under this' It takes nothing' away from our friends 
committee bill cannot be reasonably ex- ' in other sugar-producing countries, but 
pected until 1958, when payment is made it at the same time gives something to 
for the crop he grows in 1957. our domestic producers: to wit, a share 

In the second place, the . bill refuses. of the increase in domestic consumption. 
to recognize the historic basis for shar- The fact that this legislatio;n has been 
ing in increased sugar consumption. It subjected to any opposition and contro
cuts the American producer from 55 per-, versy is an indication of how far we have · 
cent of the increase in the American traveled down the road of considering 
market to 50 percent. Unless this is' the welfare of other nations before con
changed, Congress will be placed in the. sidering the needs of our own people at 
position of again giving away just a little home. 
bit more of our ·American standard of · The simple truth ls that since the 
living to the detriment of our farmer, Sugar Act was passed by Congress in 
our laborer, our businessman, and our 1948, annual sugar consumption has 1n- · 
general economy. creased about 1 million tons in the 

United States. Yet, 'this increased con
sumption in our own country has not 
benefited our domestiG cane- and beet
sugar producer at all. Due to rigid quo
tas imposed by the act, the increased 
market has been given to Cuba while 
our own farmers have had their beet
sugar acreage cut as productivity in
creases. 

This legislation would not cut back 
Cuba sugar production. It would just 
give the United States producer the right 
to share in the increased market our 
own Nation's expanding population 
creates. 

· The Cuban argument that it must sell . 
us ever-increasing amounts of sugar if 
it is to buy -products _of' our American 
industries falls of ·its own weight. The 
domestic beet and cane producer is also 
a customer ·of domestic industry-pro
vided he can make a living-and he pays · 
property, income, and excise taxes for 
the support of his Government in addi
tion. 

· There should be no question about the 
fairness, timeliness, or need for this leg- · 
iSlation in anyone's mind. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr .. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire· to the gen
tleman from Montana CMr. FJARE]. 

Mr. FJARE. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in ithe RECORD. 
_- The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from · 
Montana? 

· There was no objection. 
, Mr. FJARE. Mr. Chairman, we are . 

considering H. R. 7030, a bill amending 
and ·extending the Sugar Act of 1948, 
as amended. This legislation 1s impor- · 
tant to the diversified farmer of the West,; 
and especially to the citi~ens ·Of my home; 
state of Montana. Agriculture tn gen
eral is the leading industry -of my State/ 
a-sis the case with many of .our States, . 
and consequently legislation enabling our 
s·ugar industry to grow a.S our Nation · 
grows is of vital importance to a contin
uing sound agricultural economy. 
- I believe that the Sligar Act of 1948 

was designed to meet problems of the: 
tempo.racy i;>ostwar transition period and 
was not to be regarded as the establish-· 
ment of long-time national .sugar policy. · 
With our steadily increasing population 
in the United States, the demand for 
sugar continues to rise. Yet the domes
tic sugar pr<>dueer !aiLS to snare in this 
expanding market under the present · 
Sugar Act. This· means that the Mon
tana sugar-bee~ gre>wer, for example, is· 
being treated more . like a colonist than 
the foreign producer. · Certainly we must 
realize the need for foreign trade, but· 
ri.ot at the complete expense of our own 
people. . . 

Sugar-beet growers in the West have 
a heavy investment in equip~ent, and' 
their expenditures constitute an impor
tant part of our national economy, espe
cially in the rural areas of our Nation. 
In addition the sugar industry through· 
its sugar factories in the fall ' of the year·
provides employment for many people 
in these areas during that period, and 
this is important because of seasonal 
lags in employment during that time. 
Transportation and <>ther businesses di
rectly and indirectly receive a stimulus 
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from the operations o! these sugar-beet The CHAffiMAN: Is there objection 
growers and processors, and all in all to the request of the gentleman from 
they are an important part of our West Virginia? 
economy. There was no objection. 

This legislation is not an attempt to Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. Chairman, I am 
cut down on our imports, but merely an in favor of H. R. 7030. 
effort to allow our own farmers to share I note that H. R. 7030, which is now 
in the growth of our Nation. In a time before the House, makes provision for a 
of agricultural surpluses, it does not modest in.crease in the sugar quota of 
make sense to unduly restrict production Mexico. I am glad to see that, although 
on a crop that is not in long supply iri I don't believe that the measure of relief 
our ·Own Nation. To do so is to divert granted is enough to take care of tbe 
production to crops grown for storage problems of our good friends south of the 
rather than consumption. . I, therefore, border. I am in receipt of a petition 
urge favorable consideration of H. R. filed on behalf of the sugar producers 
7030. of Mexico by my good friend, the former 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield Secretary of the Interior Oscar Chap-. 
such time as he may desire to the gen- man, which makes out what is to my 
tleman from Oregon [Mr. CooN]. mind a very persuasive argument for 

Mr. COON. Mr. Chairman, I ask allotting a quota of 2 percent of United 
unanimous consent to extend my re-· States consumption of sugar to Mexico. 
marks at this point in the RECORD. I have also received a letter from Mr .. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection Chapman stating that he and the Mexi
can sugar producers, whom he repre

to the request of the gentleman from sents, are urging the passage of H. R. 
Oregon? 7030, even though .it gives them only a 

There was no objection. . small fraction of what they originally re-
Mr. COON. Mr. Chairman, I am sup- quested, because it doE!t afford some ur-

porting this legislation, to increase the· gently needed relief to the Mexican sugar 
quotas of the United States sugar pro- industry. 
ducers. This is especially important to Mr. Chairman, this fairminded and 
me, because most of the beet sugar pro- practical attitude of compromise has 
duced in this country, comes from the characterized the approach of the Mexi
Rocky Mountain and Pacific coast areas.- can sugar producers throughout this 

The productio:r;i: of sugar is one of the controversy on sugar legislation. I am' 
most important of the . western agricul-. glad to say that they have recognized 
tural industries. This industry includes· the equit~es of other claimants and, so 
the growing and processing of sugar far ~s I know, they have been the only 
beets, for the production of sugar, and foreign country which has consistently 
the valuable byproducts used in the feed- emphasized that the :first duty of con
ing of livestock. gress is to take care of the best interests 

Many of our industries accepted re- of the United States sugar industry. I 
strictions during the international eco- believe that such a fairminded · ap
nomic adjustment following World War proach deserves commendation and rec
II. HeavY curbs were put on our sugar ognition by the Congress. 
growers, in order to aid Cuba, during I certainly believe, Mr. Chairman, that 
that emerge~cy. the Congress should attempt, insofar as 

Circumstances have now changed. It possible, to give the benefits of legisla
is necessary for our ·producers of sugar . tion where it is needed most and to help 
to have ·fmmediate adjustments of these ' those who do the most to help us. 
restrictive quotas, which are still in Mexico is the best customer of the 
force. Consumption of sugar in this United States in all Latin America and 
Nation is increasing at a rate of over the fourth largest in the entire world, 
125,000 tons a year. All of this increased purchasing more from the United States 
market is reserved to Cuba and other ~han all the principal sugar-quota coun
foreign suppliers. Our sugar people tries. combined. Last year, for example, 
here at home are not allowed to supply Mexico purchased $628 million worth of ' 
one ounce of it. They are not permitted products from the United States, $200 
to profit one cent from the increased · million more than the giant sugar-quota 
market, .which they, themselves, have country, Cuba. 
helped to create. Mexico's balance of trade with the 

I feel very strongly that our domestic United States was unfavorable to Mexico 
producers should share in this Nation's· by $300 million last year. This :figure is 
growth. Yet the reasonable and astoul'lding: almost $1 million a day. 
proper request of the American sugar From this it will be seen how desperately 
growers for relief has been met by a Mexico needs United States dollars, some . 
storm_ of protest by Cuban interests. : of which will be made available by this 
These foreign markets now feel that they increased sugar quota. 
have a vested right, and special privi- . Mexico has tried very hard to diversify 
leges greater than those of our own citi- its industry. For this reason, each in
~ ~~in~oo~~~~~ 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, and col- . bringing in some dollars. I am advised 
1 t tha~ the Mexican sugar industry is the 
eagues, I s rongly urge that this legis- fourth largest in the country and the re-

lation be enacted. lief provided by · some additional dollars 
Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield through increased sugar quotas is of vital 

such time as he .may desire to the gentle- importance to the Mexican economy. 
man from West Vi;rginia [Mr. BURNSIDE]. It is my information, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. BURNSIDE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the original request of Mexico for 
unanimous consent to extend my re- which such a strong and persuasive case 
marks at this point in the RECORD. was presented would amount to a quota 

CI-783 

of approximately 164,000 tons per year. 
The present bill, H. R. 7030, I am ad
vised, affords only an average of 44,000 
tons per year. Surely this ·is a modest 
request. This sugar quota will not even 
provide enough dollars to pay for the 
sugar· machinery that the Mexican sugar 
industry is buying in the United States 
every year. Nevertheless, Mexico is sup
porting the proposed legislation as a just 
and reasonable compromise of all of the 
equities of all of the various claimants. 
I urge the House to adopt H. R. 703-0' 
which was favorably reported by its Com
mittee on Agriculture and represents a 
careful balancing .of all of the equities. 

Mrs. PFOST. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentle
woman fr.om Idaho. 

Mrs. PFOST. Mr. Chairman, in be-· 
half of au · the sugar-beet producers of 
Idaho, and particularly those producers 
ih my own district, I urge immediate . 
passage of H. R. 7030. 

I believe we-all are familiar with the 
basic reasons for this legislation. Since 
1948 American sugar producers have' 
been denied the right all other Americans 
have had-the right to share in the 
growth of our great country. H. R. 7030 
will restore that right, beginning in 1956." 

To be sure, this ' bill does not fill the 
entire . needs of American sugar pro
ducers. It doesn't give them immediate· 
benefits of the scale to which I, in my· 
heart, believe they. are entitled. The bill 
represents a compromise between the 
needs of the American sugar farmer and' 
the interests of foreign nations which 
share in supplying our Nation's sugar. 
requirements. 

In recognition of the rights and in-, 
terests of others, this bill is representa- · 
tive of the genuine spirit of my State, 
and the spirit of the entire West. The 
West was settled by people who sought 
a better life not only for themselves, but : 
also for their neighbors. Many are the 
examples of self-sacrifice in the history , 
of Idaho-sacrifices made by the individ- . 
ual for the general welfare of the com-
munity. 

And it was in this spirit that the terms 
of this bill were developed during many 
long hours and weeks of arduous work. 

As a temporary measure, to help our. 
friends in the Caribbean, American 
sugar producers gave up the right to 
share in the growth of America under . 
the Sugar Act of 1948, which this bill 
amends. With the passage of this bill, 
the right will be restored. 

And so for all American sugar farmers, · 
and for a fundamental American prin- -
ciple, I ask you to cast your vote in favor 
of H. R. 7030. 

Now, for just a few moments rshould, 
like to tell you why the. sugar-beet crop 
is of such tremendous importance to the: 
West. The beet is more than a sugar 
crop. It is the key to success in the 
irrigated sections of Idaho and in the 
other Western States.. It is the most 
important and most dependable cash 
crop, and more than any other '..has built 
strong and stable communities. 

Because of its versatility and the value 
of its byproducts, the sugar beet 1s the 
foundation of a sound livestock industry, 
which contributes immeasurably to the 
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economic soundness of the operations of 
many of our Idaho farmers. _ . - . 

For the sugar beet is many crops in 
one. _ 

From the beet -itself comes pure 
sugar-the ·product of sunshine.· · and 
carbon dioxide taken from the air and 
the sparkling 'water which comes ·· from 
the melting snows and. the rains that 
fiow into our streams and irrigation 
canals. -

When the beet is pulled from the 
ground at harvest, countless small roots 
remain in the -soil, later decaying and 
giving our ·land new fertility. 

The leafy green beet tops, removed 
from the beet before, processing, are a 
succulent livestock feed. '!'he pulp which 

- remains after the sugar has been re
moved from the beet is another byprod
uct, which also is a valuable livestock 
feed. A single acre of sugar beets will 
produce enough feed-in addition to the 
sugar-to produce· aoo pounds of nieat 
to feed our people and provide income 
for our farmers. 

In the great cycle of nature, the resi·• 
· due from the feed lots is returned · again 
to the soil, and the -land on which beets 
are grown is fertilized. 

Thus_ the . sugar beet takes nothing 
from the land, under the wise plan of 
farni management which our Idaho 
farmers use. The sugar is manufactured 
by this miraculous plant from sunshine, 
air and water. All the rest is returned 
again· to the soil. 
_ And that is why the sugar beet is so 

vital as a rotation .crop in the Wes~as 
weil as a source of :American sugar for 
the American people'. ~ . - · -_ 

But our farmers cannot obtain the full 
benefits from this crop if, year after· 
year, -their acreage is drastically cut-" 
more and more. . _ . · _ 

Yet -that is -_ what is happening under 
the fixed quota system which has de
nied our citizens the right to supply any 
of our growing sugar market. The kind 
of progress that has· made America 
great has resulted in more and more 
em.cient production of sugar beets. We 
now need fewer acres to produce a spe
cific amount of sugar than we did in 
1948, when the present fixed quotas 
were established. And so our acreage 
must be cut to keep production in line 
with antiquated quotas. And each time 
our farmers increase their em.ciency of 
production, they are penalized further. 

Does 'this make sense in America? 
Surely it does not 

H. R. 7030 .will restore once again to. 
Idaho sugar beet farmers-and to all 
American sugar producers-the right to 
progress with our Nation, and to plant 
a reasonable acreage of a crop so essen-
tial to their operations. : 

And so again I ask your support of this 
urgently needed legislation. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. THOMPSON]. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Texas. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to · 
extend my remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Texas. · Mr. I have enjoyed the opportunity to be-
Chairman, I have no desire to . prolong come acquainted with sugar ·as we have 
the discussion of the proposed sugar leg- worked on this legislation. We have 
islation. As has been so well said, this worked diligently on the legislation. 
is one of the most complicated matters I voted against -this bill as it was re-
which comes before the Congress. ported out of committee. Some of the 
· The Committee on Agriculture has amendments which will be proposed will 

worked long hours for many weeks, and improve the bill substantially. However, 
the bill which is before you is the best there are one or two points that I did 
compromise which could be had under want to bring to the: committee's atten
all circumstances. I started delibera- tion. I want to preface these remarks 
tions with three major responsibilities with tnis statement, that 'my difference 
in mind'. of opinion with the majority of the com-

In my district there are sugar-refin- mittee rests largely in the distribution of 
ing interests, and_ I did not want to see tonnage among our friendly neighbors, 
any disturbance of the traditional bal- together with the· provisions in. th~ - bill 
ance 'between domestic and offshore re- that .will no doubt be subject to amend
finers. The present bill gives my people rilent later. I fully appreciate the hours 
the protection which I desired. spent by members of the committee and 
· Further, I was very much concerned appreciate that the chairman, the rank
over the problems of the domestic raw ing member, Mr. Hoi>E, and others have 

-sugar producers, and I was entirely in· extended experience· in this legislation 
sympathy with their desire to have some - and I de~ply r~~pected their idea. 
help in their extremely critical surplus · Froni the very start it would seem ·to 
problem. The bill before us makes pro-· me that there has been no basic ques
vision for the domestic producers. ti on as to whether it would be 55-45 or 
- My third responsibility was to my rice 50-50 as far as the domestic industry 

producers. Tex• and adjoining south- is concerned; that has not been the ma~ 
western States sell more rice in Cuba jor area of controversy. lt' has come 
than in any other part of the world. I pretty largely in the division as between 
am very reluctant to have ariything. done the foreign countries that particlpate in 
which · would· disturb this good neighbor our market. , _ 
and good customer. The gentleman from Kansas CMr. 

I hope that before this_ bill is finally HoPE] has pointed out to you that this 
enacted into law, the proportion of off- bill does not change quotas ·for 1955. 
shore raw sugar allocated to Cuba will be It changes quotas only slightly for 1956. 
more generous than it is in the present The legislation. goes into full effect in 
bill. relation -to the full duty countries and 

·In addition to my regard for a good Cuba ·when we come into 1957, although 
customer, I cahp.ot forget the loyalty of it does affect some, particularly-Cuba in 
our -neighbor nation in times of stress - 1956. _ 
when we were in desperate need of sugar I have tried to look at this legislB.tion 
and when other producing nations were objectively. I am not in accord en
undertaking to hold us up. Perhaps be- tirely with the formula as set up because 
tween now and the time the bill is passed- I think; as . our chairman h_as indicated, 
by the other body and finally enacted there have been -many things that have 
in,to law, the situation which is causing had to be set up arbitrarily. I feel that 
Cubans so much distress will be more the formula does not deal equitably as 
reasonably adjusted. between Cuba and the full duty countries. 

I make these comments without any Mr. BUDGE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
cd.ticism whatever of the work of the gentleman yield? 
committee. Certainly Iio -one who Mr. McINTIRE. I yield to the gentle-
watched the long and patient work of the man from Idaho. 
committee leadership could say a word Mr. BUDGE. I want to express my 
other than of praise for any one of them. appreciation to the gentleman and to 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield the other members of the committee for 
such time as' he may desire to the gentle- bringing this bill on the fioor at this 
man from Florida CMr. ROGERS]. time. It is desperately .needed arid I 

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. I thank the heartily commend it tQ the membership. 
gentleman and I just want to bring to Mr. McINTIRE. I am fully in accord 
the attention of the House that in my with the fact that this is important 
district alone we have 40,000 tons of legislation; but I regret that, in the haste 
sugar that we cannot sell because our which has seemed . to be essential that 
Q.omestic producers have not ·been it has been necessary to meet some 
allowed any part of the incr~ase in the domestic: problems, we seem to have 
American market since 1948; we have overlooked rather· substantially what in 
not been able to sell even 1 single ounce my personal opinion is an inequity in 
of sugar. It _is time ·for us to get some distribution of that which ·goes to our 
action. neighbors to the south. · 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield the Time does not permit details but I 
remainder of my time .tO the gentle- believe this legislation would be far 
man from Maine [Mr. McINTIRE]. more equitable to all parties concerned 

Mr. McINTIRE. Mr. Chairman, I if one of the following suggestions were 
first want to state that the chairman of followed in distributing tonnage devel
our Committee on Agriculture, the dis- oped by our i!).crease in our domestic 
tinguished gentleman from North Caro- needs, namely: First, 55 percent to do
lina, and the gentleman from Maine, mestic producers and 45 percent to Cuba 
could not deal with the sugar problem and full duty countries; (2) provide fixed 
any more objectively because neither of quotas for the fullduty countries by 
us has sugar involved in his district, nor adding 40,000 tons to a base attained in 
in his State. 1956 and provide no increase for sub-
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sequent years of the act divid~ng bal
ance of annual growth two-thirds to do
mestic producers and one-third to Cuba; 
(3) distribute total annual increase on 
basis of 55 percent to domestic producers, 
35 percent.to Cuba and 10 percent to full 
duty countries. Formula would be eff ec
tive from 1957 to end of act. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to my distinguished and beloved friend, 
Mrs. KNUTSON,. of Minnesota, such time 
as she may desire to use. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been a member 
of the House Committee on Agriculture 
for-21 years. No other woman has ever 
served on that committee, so .far as I 
know. before Mrs. KNUTSoN was elected 
to membership on that very important 
Committee on Agricultu:r:e. When I was 
advised that a lady would be elected to 
our committee, very frankly I objected. 
I looked with grave apprehensions and 
actuaily did not want· a woman on the 
committee. I am ashamed of myself. 
No human being could have been more 
worthy of membership on that commit
tee than .COYA- KNUTSON. Frankly, I 
would not swap. her for one-half dozen 
men. Mrs. KNUTSON has been intensely 
and constantly interested in tne work 
of ·the committee, in the welfare of the 
farmers, and has performed all the du
ties assigned-to her in magnificent fash
·ion. She is a brilliant woman, a tireless 
worker, a diplomat, and a statesman in 
the true sense of the word. She has 
made a ·great contribution to the work 
of our committee, to her constituents 
and to her country. She understands 
the problems of farmers and has a com
munity of interests with them in the 
great cause of agriculture. It has be€n 
a real pleasure to me to serve with her 
on the committee and I want to thank 
her now for her splendid efforts, for the 
great .contributions she has made, and 
for the help she has given to me and 
to the other members of our committee. 

Mrs. KNUTSON. Mr. ·Chairman, I 
would like to associate myself with' the 
statements made by the chair~an of 
the Committee on Agriculture [Mr. 

. COOLEY] who has done a tremendous job 
on this bill. There is a great deal of 
interest 1n my district for this legi~la
tion and I sincerely hope it will pass. 
If you could have followed us around on 
this. legislation you would appreciate 
how much work has been done. I have 
great respect for the ability and courage 
that the chairman showed in helping us 
with . this legislation. It has been a 
sweet subject for some time, I assure you. 

I represent the Ninth District in Min
nesota, one of the largest. sugar beet 
growers in the United States; farmers 
and growers of my district need a sub
stantial increase in sugar beet acreage. 
· The bill that I have introduced and 

support does not provide anywhere near 
the additional acreage for sugar beets 
needed in the Red River valley of Minne
sota and North Dakota. It will only 
prevent additional acreage cutbacks and 
perhaps in a few years restore to present 
growers ·the acreage they lost this year 
because of limitation of acreage in the 
United States to that required to pro
duce 1,800,000 tons of beet sugar. 

,Last year: about 95,000 acres of sugar 
b~ets were grown · and harvested in the 

valley. With our new plant, completed 
in 1954 at a cost of about $10 million~ we 
can easily process beets grown on 115,000 
acres. However, our growers have been 
restricted to less than 90,000 ·acres for 
1955. 

We have hundreds of thousands of 
acres of land suitable for growing sugar 
beets in the Red River valley, and our 
farmers and growers desire to substan
tially increase beet acreage. This crop 
is the only rotation crop that can suc
cess! ully be used as far north as the 
Red River valley. To a certain degree, 
more acreage in sugar beets takes the 
pressure off other crops that would 
normally be grown. · 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gen
tleman from California [Mr. SISK]. · 

Mr. SISK. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
take this opportunity to commend 'the 
chairman of the Committee on Agri
culture [Mr. COOLEY] on this legislation. 
I rise in support of it and I hope it will 
pass. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel that this is a good 
bill, that it provides a fair and honest 
break to our friendly neighbors who pro
duce sugar as well . as to the farmers iil 
our own country who are struggling to 
make both ends meet in the face of acre
age reductions and limitations on their 
sugar. output. 

As I understand it, under the present 
law, quotas of imported sugar are ·i:n
creased to supply the increased sugar 
consumption in the United States, while· 
our own growers are restricted to sup
plying their Portion of our historical 
requirements. The proposal now before 
us would .give a share of increased con
sumption to domestic producers and, 
above certain increases, would authorize 
inereased imports. 
· It has been charged that passage of 

this .bill would injure Cuba by decreasing 
that country's exports to the United 
States. I do not believe this to be true. 
Cuba would remain entitled to send us 
as much sugar as she has in the past ·and 
could increase her quota if our consump
tion warrants, but · our own beet and 
cane growers would have a fair share of 
increases, to which they are obviously 
entitled. 

I personally- know of the difficulties 
and problems facing beet growers in my 
own district and I am going to vote here 
to help them with those problems. -Cer
tainly, we cannot deny our own farmers 
the right to participate' in our country's 
growth and I have confidence in the 
sense of fair play and justice of my 
colleagues in voting for this bill to help 
in relieving our own farm problems. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, ·on July 13, I made a short 
speech entitled "Excellent Food With 
Low Caloric Content Now Available to 
Everyone." This statement illustrated 
the ingenuity of American industry. It 
was not intended, directly or indirectly, 
to cast any reflection on the beneficial 
uses of sugar and especially its impor
tance as an energy-producing food nec
essary to the health and vigor of all nor
mal persons. 

Sugar is a tremendously· important 
part of the normal diet. Its production 
is an important American industry. As 

the Representative of the people of one 
of California's foremost beet sugar-pro
ducing districts, I am, and long have 
been, well aware ·Of these facts. 

During my seven terms in the House 
of Representatives, I have been fully 
aware of the importance of the beet 
sugar industry. For 10 years, I had 4 
sugar refineries in my congressional dis- · 
trict-third. Followfo.g the redistrict
ing after the census of 1950, my district 
has been the 11th and it contains two 
sugar refineries; the Spreckels sugar Co. 
at Manteca, and the Holly Sugar Corp. 
at Tracy, both successful and prosperous 
plants. 

When consideratio·n is given to the 
.fact that 85 to 90 percent of. all food 
taken into the body is used for energy 
expenditure, the importance of carbo
hydrates-particularly sugar-is evi
dent. These are the quick energy · foods 
wbich play an important ·role as inter
mediates in protein manufacture as well 
as in the growth process. · 

The production of sugar in the United 
States _is a major -industry. In Califor
nia, the income to sugar beet farmers 
from their 1954 crop alone amounted to 
more than $65 million. . Payrolls in our 
11 California beet sugar processing fac
tories amounted to an additional $13 
million. ·our beet sugar industry, one 
of the most important consumers of nat
ural gas in California, paid gas compa
nies in excess of ,$3 million last year, and 
ll'.lOre than $8 ¥2 million was received by 
the railroads from our California beet 
sugar industry. Exclusive of Federal 
t~xes, expenditures of the industry 
reached the very .significant total of $100 
million in California in 1954. 

· This year, more than 170,000 ac~es of 
sugar beets are being grown in 34 coun
ties of California. 
· This year we are writing a sugar bill. 

I believe I can modestly say that I had 
a part in getting the Rules Committee 
to reverse its stand, and consent to put 
out a rule to make tlie sugar bill in 
order. 

I have a vivid recollection of how in 
1920, when I was married, my bride paid 
32 cents a pound for sugar. Later, a 
Sugar Act was enacted and at no time 
since we have had a 81).gar Act, has the . 
price risen above 8.5 cents a pound. 

All during my congressional career 
I have given complete support to the 
beet sugar industry and to the legisla
tion pertaining to the industry, and ex
pect to continue to do so. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, as I ex
plained in the outset, because of the 
Pressure of time, it is not possible for me 
to discuss, with any- degree of satisf ac
tion, the details of this complicated bill. 
I am glad to provide for the record de
tailed information which I hope will be 
beneficial and helpful. 

PRESENT SUGAR ACT 

Objective: The major objectives ot 
the Sugar Act are to maintain a healthy 
domestic sugar industry, to assure ade
quate sugar supplies to consumers at 
reasonable prices, and to promote our 
general export trade. 
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Outline of major provisions: .-The total 

supply of sugar that may be marketed in 
the United States is determined annually· 
by the Secretary· of Agriculture at-a ·level 
which; in c'onj\inction ~ith existing de
mand .conditions, is expected to 'produce 
a, price fair to both producers and con· 
sumers. Shares in th~ total supply are 
assigned to domestic and foreign sugar
producing areas. Wnen ·necessary, do· 
mestic quotas are subdivided into mar
keting allotments for '·each qualified 
marketer. Also, when necessary, the 
quota tor each ·domestic area is sub
divided into propartionate shares as
signed to individual producers of sugar
cane and sugar beets. · Government pay
ments are made to domestic growers who 
comply with the condition prescribed in 
the act. · 

· Determining sugar requirements: 
Ea.ch December, the ·secretary of Agri.;. 

· .culture is required to determine how 
much · sugar will be needed to tneet 

· United· States requirements for the sub
s~uent calendar year. · A public · hear
ing is held at which all .interested per
so·ns, · including consumers~ ind'listrial 
users, wholesalers, refiners, sugarcane 
and sugar-beet processors, arid producers 
may present views and recommendations · 
on the matter. 

Establishing quotas: After require
ments are determined, each domestic · 
and foreign producing area supplying the 
United States with sugar is assigned a 
quota representing its share of the 
United States market. The · 1aw estab
lishes fixed marketing quotas for the five 
domestic areas and· the Philippines and 
1·esidual quotas ·. to Cuba · and other for
eign countries. · Cuba receives 96 · per~ 
cent and other foreign countries 4 per
cent of the residual quota. Fixed quo
tas for the domestic areas ~r~ as follows: 

Short tons sugar 
Area: . (raw value) · 

Domestic beet sugar ___________ · 1, 800, 000 
Domestic cane sugar_,:_________ 500, 000 
Hawaii -------·---------------- l, 052, 000 Puerto Rico _________________ ,;._ l,' 'oao, ooo 
Virgin Islands________________ 12, 000 -

On the basis of an annual sugar re-
quirement of 8,400,000 tons, domestic 
areas supply about' 53 percent and. for
eign countries supply about 47 percent. 

·Establishing marketing allotments: 
One impartant function of the sugar 
program is to promote orderly market
ing. This can sometimes ·be accom
plished through quotas alone. However, 
quotas may not suffice, .especially ,when 
supplies in the. producing areas ma
terially exceed the quotas. If the Sec
retary believes that the pressur'e of sup
plies in an area is likely to .result in 
disorderly marketing, he must allot the 
quota fairly among persons who market 
sugar. This allotment assures each 
marketer of an equitable share of the 
market, and permits the conduct of 
business on a more stable day-to-day 
basis. · 

Establishing proportionate share
acreage allotments: ·When the indicated 
sugar supply for a domestic area is 
greater than the quantity needed to :fill 
the quota and provide a normal carry
over inventory, the act requires tne Sec
retary to divide the market among 'in
dividual producing !arms. The total 

. amount of sugarcane or sugar beets that· 
may be harvested for sugar on a farm 
is known ·as 'a farm's . "proportionate 
share." The establishment of propor
tionate. shares assures that each eligible 
farm in · the producing area will receive 
its fair share of the market and, at the 
same time, bear its '.fair share of any 
1·equired . adjustmc;mt in , : . prQduction. 
Among other conditions, producers are 
required to market within their propar
tionate shares if they wish to qualify for 
conditional payments. 

Making conditional payments: In ad
dition to the price protection afforded 
growers under the quota system, the act 
provides for direct payment to growers 
railgirig from 80 cents per 100 pounds of 

· sugar for produCtion of less than 350 tons 
of sugar per farm, down to 30 cents per 
100 pounds for production in excess of 
ao;ooo tons per farm. The average pay
ment for all domestic producers· is about 
67 cents per 100 pounds. In addition to 
these payments, the act affords a degree 
of · protection . to producers with respect 
to bona fide abandonment of planted 
acreage and crop deficiencies of harvest. 
ed acreage resulting directly from 
drought, flood, storm, freeze, disease or 
insects. In the case of payment for 
acreage abandonment and crop deft.;. 
ciency, the payment is computed on the 
basis of specified percentages of the 
farm's normal yield. 

Conditions of payments: To qualify 
for conditionai payments,· producers 
must fulfill .a number of conditi'Ons. 
These are: <a> they must not employ 
child labor; (b) they mu&t not market 
sugarcane or sugar beets in excess of 
farm proportionate shares; (c) they. 
must pay fair wages as determined by 
the Secretary; and (d) if they are also 
processors,· they must pay. fair prices as 
determined by the Secretary for sugar 
beets or sugarcane purchased from other' 
producers. 

Processing tax: A tax on sugar pro
vides funds to the Oovetnment which 
more than offset the total of all condi
tional payments plus the costs incurred 
in administering the Sugar Act. This 
tax is one-half cent a pound, raw value, 
on. all sugar processed or imported for 
direct consumption. 

MAJOR PROVISIONS OF- H. R. 7030 

Term of the amendment: The bill re
enacts and extends for 4 years, to De
cember 31, 1960, the Sugar Act of 1948, 
as amended, with further amendments 
dealing primarily with adjustments of 
quotas. The present act, in the absence 
of any action by the Congress, would 
expire December 31, 1956. The bill alsQ 
extends for 4 years, to June 30, 1961, the 
applicability of the e.xcise tax on sugar 
in the Internal Revenue Code. This tax 
finances the sugar-stabilizing program. 

Major etfects: This legislation's major 
effect is to open the way for United 
States domestic-area producers to par
ticipate with foreign areas in supplying 
the growth of the United States sugar 
market. The bill maintains unchange'd 
participation of domestic and foreign 
areas in the present level of consuniptfon 
in the United States market. Cuba, for 
a number of years, has enjoyed an in
creasing market for her sugar her~ 
equal virtually to the complete growth 

of sugar ·consumption in the United 
States. , This legislation' would open the 
way for United States producers to par
ticipate in the larger market·-constantly 
being created by' the growth-of- our con-

· sumption of sugar. rn· addition, and to 
a lesser extent, other foreign suppliers 
would · enjoy a part of the. expanding 
market along with Cuba: 

Method of assigning increases in the 
domestic market in 1956: An annual 
growth in the United-States sugar con
sumption of approximately 135,000 tons 
is ·expected on the . basis of. past experi
ence. For the calendar year 1956,. the 
amount of· the ·increase in our market 
above 8,350,000 short · tons, raw value, 

. would be apportioned 50 percent to do
mestic producing areas and 50 percent 
tp the foreign supplierFexcept the 
Philippines, which has a flXed quota-
with Cuba getting· 9.6 percent and all 
other c~\mtries receiving' 4 · ~rcent· of 
the 50 percent going to the foreign sup
pliers. The first 188,000 tons, . or any ... 
part thereof, by which quotas for the 
domestic areas are ·so increased in 1956, 
would be appartioned 45.2 percent to' the 
domestic beet area; -42.6 percent to the 
mainland cane area, 10.6 percent to 
Puerto Rico, and 1.6; percent to the 
Virgin Islands. · If ·rising consumption 
should increase the quotas of domestic 
areas by more than 188,000 tons in 1956, 
the excess would be allotted on the basis· 
of the present law's assignment of 
quotas. , · · 

Specific quota provisions.for 1957, 1>958, 
1959, and 1960: This bill- -' -' 

First. Assigns between the domestic 
producing areas · and the · foreign sup• 
pliers additional quota.S _ year by ye~. 
each equal to 50 percent of the growth· 
·of the United States market above the' 
current 8,350,000 tons of consumption a 
year. · 

Secol}.d. Provides that for 1957, 1958, 
1959, and 1960 the additional quotas for 
dome$tic areas producers--representing 
50 percent of the growth in the United 
States market-will be distributed in 
accordance with the final quotas estab-· 
lished for the calendar year 1956. . 

Third. Provide that in -1957 the total 
of established and growth q'uotas for 
foreign suppliers-other thltll the Philip
pines--would be distributed as follows: 
The first 175,000 tons .to the foreign sup
pliers other , than Cuba and the Philip
pines and, Cuba to receive a quo-ta 
computed .by subtracting 175,000 tons 
from the sum of the quotas for ·foreign 
countries other than the Philippines. 
· Fourth. Provides tha~ for 1958; 1959, 

and 1960 the additional quotas represent
ing 50 percent of the growth assigned to 
foreign suppliers-other than the Philip
pines--would be distributed as follows: 
The first 45,000 tons to the foreign sup
pliers other than Cuba and the Philip
pines and Cuba to receive an additional 
quota computed by subtracting 45,000 
tons from the 50 percent of the growth 
in the United States market which would 
be assigned to foreign countries. 

Fifth. Provide that proration of their 
quota among the foreign countries other 
than Cuba and 'the Philippines ·· be 
.changed beginning in ·1957_ · · 

<a> By ·assigning to those countries 
Which exported to the United States less 
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than 1,0DO tons during the. years 1953 
and 1954 a fixed quantity equal to_. their 
average proration in those years. 

(b) By assigning to the countries that 
brought irt betwe~n . 1,000 and . 3,000 .in 
those years a fixed quantity of 2,000 tons 
in . addition to their further proration. 
below. .. . 

<c> Countries whose average imports 
here were between 1,000 and 2,000 short 
tons in· 1953 and 1954 receive prorations 
for 1957 equal to such average entries 
plus 30 percent thereof and for each sub
sequent year prorations for such coun
tries are increased by an additional 30 
percent above the prorations for the im
mediately preceding year. 

<d> The balance of the quota for 
countries other than Cuba and the Phil
ippines is· prorated 37 percent to the ·Do
minican Republic, 36 percent to Peru, · 20 
percent to Mexico, 5 percent to Nica
ragua, and 2 percent to Haiti. 

Special · 100,0QO-ton program: To alle
viate a surplu~ condition in the conti
nental United States sugar-producing 
areas, this bill provides that the Govern
·ment purchase or otherwise remove 
from the market 100,000 tons from the 
1955 or previous crops in such areas for 
disposition outside the continental 
United States in such manner as not to 
inter! ere unduly . with normal market
ing of sugar. It is assumed this sugar 
will be distributed in the relief opera
tions of the International Cooperation 
Administration. 

New ·growers: Although the commit
tee has not 'included in the hill any spe-

. cific directive for distribution of addi
tional domestic quotas to new producers, 
it _, is the belief of the committee that 
the act should be administered so. as to 

· benefit new producers and new .produc
, -ing regions as increased domestic acre

age . becomes available as the result · of 
quota increases. 

Restrictions on quota of foreign coun
tries: Foreign countries which fail by a 
substantial margin to supply sugar to 
this · market in years when the world 
price is higher than our domestic price 
are subject to quota curtailment' in fu
ture years, unless the Secretary of Agri
culture finds that such curtailment is 
unwarranted. Foreign countries which 
discriminate against the importation of 
agricultural commodities from this coun
try are subject to ·quota suspension dur
ing each year when such restrictive 
measures are in effect. Foreign countries 
which did not become participants to the 

·International Sugar Agreement on or be-
fore January 1, 1957, are not eligible for 
increases in quotas or prorations above 
the 1956 levet 
· Di:rect-coQsumption sugar limitations: 
Provisions of the Sugar Act which limit 
the entry of direct-consumption sugar 
within quotas of both fol'.eign and oft-

-shore domestic areas would be varied 
slightly to permit an increase . in such 
allocations for the offshore domestic 
areas and to permit those foreign 
countries which have relatively small 
quotas-less than 7,000 tons-the con
venience of shipping either raw or re
fined sugar to this market. 

Proration of deft.cits in area quotas: 
The method of prorating deficits would 

be changed slightly to insure that in~ 
creases which domestic areas receive· 
through market participation but which 
they are not able to fill shall first .be . 
proratetl to other domestic areas rather 
than to Cuba and the other domestic 
areas as is the case under the present 
act. In the event a domestic area is 
unable to fill a proration of a deft.cit as
signed to it which results from increased 
quota due to market participation, the 
unfilled Portion also would be appor"'.' 
tioned to other domestic areas unless no 
such area is able to supply . the required 
quantity in which case it would be added 
to the quota of Cuba. 

Definitions and administrativ~ provi:
sions: The bill also contains a number 
of minor amendments which affect the 
administrative procedures under the act 
and other amendments which affect deft~ 
nitions. Sections 1 through 4 of the bill 
revise some of the definitions contained 
in title-I of the act. Sections 15, 16, and 
.17 of the bill revise administrative pro-
visions of the bill. ' 

Liberalization of allotments and pro
portionate shares: Section 10 authorizes 
the Secretary to consider and make al
lowance for the effect of drought, storm, 
:flood, freezes, disease, insects, and other 
u.ncontrollable conditions when he allots 
any area quota or proration. Section 14 
provides similar authorization with re
spect to the establishment of propor
tionate shares. Section 13 would per
mit the marketing of or processing of 
sugar beets or sugarcane for livestock 
feed in excess ef the proportionate share 
for a farm. · 

Refunding of import tax: Section .23 
·provides for the refunding of the import 
compensating tax on manufactured 
sugar imported for use as livestock feed 
or in the distillation of alcohol. 

Price consideration: Section 5 changes 
the base period for the consideration 
that the Secretary is directed to give to 
the relationship between the wholesale 
price of refined sugar and the general 
cost of living in the United States from 
that part of 1947 when· ceiling prices 
were effective to the generally accepted 
statistical base period of 1947-49. 

BENEFITS TO VARIOUS AREAS UNDER SUGAR 
PROGRAM 

DOMESTIC AREAS 

Quantity: Under the 1948 act domes
tic ~reas receive flxed quotas totaling 
4,444,000 tons. 

Under H. R. 7030 they· will receive, in 
addition to· their fixed quotas, one-half 
of future increases in domestic require.:; 
inents which will increa·se their esti
m~ted total quotas to 4,536,000 tons iii 
1956 and to .4,806,000 tons in 1960. 

Benefits: Domestic areas receive the 
following benefits: 

(a) Quota . premium, $1.90 per hun-
dred pounds. · 

(b) Tari:fl, 50 cents per hundred 
pounds. 

<c> Sugar Act payment average, 70 
cents per hundred pounds. 

Each producer, to receive a Sugar Act 
payment, must fulfill the following con
ditions: 

<a> Market within his proportionate 
share. 

.. (b) Pay fair prices for any cane or 
beets purchased. 

(c) Pay fair wages as determined by 
the Secretary. 

(d) Employ no child labor. 
PHILIPPINES 

·Quantity·: Under the proposed bill the 
Philippines will continue to receive a 
fixed quota· of 977 ,000 tons. 

~enefits: The , Philippine producers 
now receive the same quota premium and 
tariff benet:it ·as domestic producers, but 
receive no Sugar Act payments. Under 
th~ trade agreement, the Philippines will 
begin to pay 5 percent of the tariff next 
January but will not pay the full tariff 
until 1974. 

CUBA 

Quantity: Under the Sugar Act of 
1948, Cuba received 96 percent of all in
creases in domestic requirements. 

Under H. R. 7030 Cuba will receive 
small increases which will bring its esti
mated quota from 2,900,000 tons in 1956 
to 2,982,0.0.0 tons in 1960. . 

Benefits: Cuba receives the benefit of 
the quota premium of $1.90 per hundred 
pounds . . It receives no Sugar Act pay-
ments. . 

Under the agreement of 1902 the duty 
on Cuban products imported into the 
United States is 80 percent of full duty 
which_ results in the present tariff on 
Cuban sugar of 50 cents per hundred 
pounds ·compal'ed with 62.5 cents per 
100 pounds of sugar from full-duty coun
tries. Since the bulk of our imports come 
from ·Cuba, the Cuban rate is· considered 
the eff.ective one. 

l'ULL-DUTY COUNTRIES 

Quantity: Under the original Sugar 
Act of 1948, full-duty countries supplied 
only 1.36 percent of the increase in do
mestfo requfrements and under the 
amended act now in effect they supply 
4 percent of such increases. 

Under H. R. 7030 they will have fixed 
increases. The bill will increase .the 
quotas of these countries from an esti
mated 120,000 tons in 1956 to 175,000 
tons in 1957 from which point they will 
be increased from 45,000 tons per year 
to 310,000 tons in 1960. 

Benefits: The full-duty countries re
ceive the quota ·premium of $1.90 per 
hundred pounds. They pay the full tar
iff rate of 62.5 (!ents per 100 pounds. 

llUGAB PRICES 

Sugar prices are supported under the 
Sugar Act at levels which will main
tain and protect · the prosperity of the 
domestic industry without unduly bur
dening consumers. 

Domestic. prices are supported prima;
rily through · adjustments in the total 
supplies made available · under quotas. 

The total quotas or requirements are 
determined in light of: 

(a) Past sugar distribution. 
Cb> Size of inventories. 
Cc) Population increase. · 
(d) Demand conditions. 
(e) Trend and level of consumer-pur

chasing power. 
(f) Comparative trends in sugar prices 

and the consumer-price index since the 
period of price ·controls in 1947-. 

. 
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Actual prices recentiy have been ap
proximately as follows: 
. Raw sugar, 6 cents per pound com
pared with 6.32 under price control in 
1947. 

Refined cane sugar, New York; 8.55 
cents per pound compared with 8.40 in 
1947. 

Beet sugar, Chicago, 8.10 cents per 
pound compared .with 8.30 in 1947. 

Amendment: The Consumers' Price 
Index has risen since 1947 while sugar 
prices have held about stationary. · If 
sugar prices had ·risen with other com
modities, refined sugar would now se~l at 
10 cents per pound. 

To allay fea-rs of consumers, H. R. 7030 
provides that the base period 1947-49 
shall be used ' rather than the first 10 
months of 1947 while prices were under 
price control for comparisons with the 
Consumers' Price Index. The amend
ment will have the effect of reducing the 
formula price to just over 9 cents per 
pound. 

COMPUTATION 'OF SUGAR ACT PAYMENTS 

Basic payments: Sugar Act payments 
are computed on the amount of sugar 
commercially recoverable-(actual or 
average amount recovered)-from sugar 
beets or sugarcane marketed from farms 
in the domestic sugar-producing areas 
for the extraction of sugar. The basic 
rate of 80 cents per 100 pounds of sugar, 
raw value, is paid on the first 350 short 
tons of sugar produced on a farm. This 
rate is reduced progressively to a mini-

Area 

mum of 30 cents on all sugar produced 
in excess of 30,000 tons per farm. The 
average rate of payment for all domestic 
areas on recent crops has averaged ap
proximately 69 cents per 100 pounds of 
sugar. 

Crop insurance type payments: In ad
dition to the payments on sugar beets or 
sugarcane marketed, the act affords pro
tection to producers with respect to bona 
fide abandonment of planted acreage and 
crop deficiencies of harvested acreage 
resulting directly from drought, flood, 
storm, freeze, disease, or insects. In case 
of acreage abandoned and approved for 
payment, the payment is computed on 
the number of acres within the farm's 
proportionate share at one-third of the 
normal yield of sugar per acre estab
lished for the farm. With respect to 
crop deficiency on harvested acreage 
which is approved for payment, the pay
ment is computed upon the deficiency of 
actual production below 80 percent of 
normal production. 

Payments in recent years: Sugar act 
payments per ton of s:ugar beets or sug
arcane during the most recent crop for 
which information is available have 
averaged: 
Sugar beets------------------------- $2.33 
l\1ainland sugarcane _________________ 1.19 

Hawaii ---------------------------- 1. 05 Puerto Rico _________________________ 1.54 

Virgin Islands---------------------- 1. 25 

Total payments for recent years are 
shown below: · 

Years 

1949 1950 1951 1952 1953 

Domestic beet sugar ________________________________ $26, 587, 114 $33, 750, 327 $25, 894, 874 $24, 735, 389 $28, 978, 787 
7, 826, 148 6,467, 540 7, 976, 607 8,608,393 l\1ainland cane sugar_ _____________________ : ________ 7, 100, 263 

9,398, 138 10, 155, 590 Hawaii. ____________________________ ---- ____________ 8, 437, 594 8, 471, 073 9, 143, 041 
18, 922, 493 16, 965, 951 16, 710, 000 Puerto Rico_-------- _____ ----------------_--------- 17, 509, S.31 17,148,123 

145, 089 170, 844 Virgin Islands ____________________ ~----------------- 65, 586 138, 509 97, 776 

TotaL------- ---------------------------- ---- - 59, 700, 388 67, 324, 180 60, 525, 724 59, 221, 174 65, 623,614 
Portion of above total representing payment for 

abandonment or deficiency_~---------------------

Tax collections in recent years 

1950 ------------------------- $75,087,101 1951 __________________________ 83,660,289 
1952 __________________________ 82,077, 127 
1953 __________________________ 82,996,776 

1954-----------~-------------- 80,197,761 
ACREAGE RESERVES FOR NEW GROWERS 

The proportionate share determina,_ 
tions issued for the producing areas 
wherein restrictions are in effect provide 
the following reserves for new growers: 

Sugar beet area: A minimum of 1 
percent of each State acreage allocation 
is set aside for new growers. 

Mainland cane sugar area: Any new 
grower may mar~et sugarcane from 5 
acres. 

Puerto Rico: Any new grower may 
market sugarcane to. produce 5 tons of 
sugar. 

WAGE RATES UNDER THE SUGAR ACTS 

General: Fair and reasonable wage 
determinations by the Secretary of rates 
which producers . of sugar beets and 
sugarcane must pay field .workers, as one 
of the requirements for payments under 
the Sugar-Acts, have been issued annu
ally in most .of the domestic sugar-pro
ducing areas since 1937. One sugar beet 

898, 500 1, 192, 900 1, 764, 800 639, 700 1, 025, 800 

wage determination was issued in 1935, 
and determinations in the Virgin Islands 
were not instituted until 1942. From 
1934, the average earnings of workers 
for all the areas as a group have in
creased slightly more than 4% times, or 
from about 17 cents per hour in 1934. to 
approximately 80 cents in 1954. 

By areas: The amount of increase bas 
varied somewhat in accordance with con
ditions among and affecting the various 
areas. Foremost among these conditions 
1s the extent to which productivity gains 
have occurred during the 20-year period 
in each area. Estimated average hourly 
cash earnings of all workers not includ
ing payments in kind or perquisites for 
1954 and the percentage relationship to 
1934 are shown below: 

Area 

Estimated a.vernge 1954 average 
earnings per hour earnings as 

1934 

Sugar beet__________ $0. 30 
Louisiana__________ .12 
Florida_____________ .15 
Hawaii__ ___________ · .12 
Puerto Rico________ .10 
Virgin ,Islands______ • 06 

1954 

$0.85 
.53 
.82 

1.42 
.41 
.55 

a percent of 
1934 

283 
442 
547 

1, 183 
no 
917 

The controversial sections: First, the 
provision for nonrecourse loans; second, 
the section directed at the Philippines; 
third, the provision directed at Peru, may 
all be deleted without doing real violence 
to the bill we are submitting. I repeat, 
however, that I am still in favor of a 
nonrecourse loan provision, but I am 
convinced that the other two sections 
I have referred to should be remoYed 
from the bill. If, however, the Philip
pines continue to discriminate against 
American tobacco, when Congress con
venes in January, the Sugar Act which 
we are now considering may be again 
amended. I am not willing to tolerate 
longer this rank discrimination against 
a product upon the production of which 
my people depend for a livelihood. The 
Philippines have been treated fairly in 
the bill we are presenting, and in recog
nition of this fair treatment, the dis
criminatory provisions of the Philip
pine law should be forthrightly and im
mediately repealed. 

Mr. Chairman, I have made some in
teresting calculations which indicate just 
how fairly Cuba has been treated. Cer
tainly I am interested in Cuba and in 
the welfare of the people of Cuba, and 
I value the friendship existing between 
the people of Cuba and the people of 
our own country, but I maintain that 
Cuba should be delighted with the treat
ment which has been accorded her in 
this bill. Here are arguments, facts, and 
:figures which I do not believe can be 
~uccessfully controverted or denied: 

First. The theory of the administration 
proposal was to provide a substantial 
participation in the growth factor to the 
domestic producers and to supply some 
increased participation in the growth 
factor to the full duty countries. At 
-the same time the administration pro
posal too~ into account the importance 
of maintaining for the Cubans a reason
.able and fair participation in the growth 
factor. 

Second. The committee, in amending 
the proposed administration proposal, 
followed the philosophy of the. adminis
tration proposal. However, the commit
tee determined that it would be better 
to give to the Cubans a larger quota in 
the early years under the new bill so as to 
permit the Cubans better to adjust their 
planning to the future quotas. In other 
words, the committee has strengthened 
the position of the Cubans by giving to 
them a larger quota in the years 1956, 
1957, and 1958 than is provided under 
the administration's proposal and reduc
ing their quota slightly from the admin
istration proposal for the years 1959 and 
1960. In this way the committee be
lieved that the Cubans would have a bet
ter opportunity to adjust to the new situ
ation, the equity of which the Cubans 
themselves recognize, wherein the do
mestic producers and other foreign pro
ducers would have a greater participa
tion in the growth factor. 

Third. The end result, insofar as total 
tonnage of sugar to be supplied to the 
·United States by Cuba during the years 
1956 through 1960, is almost identical 
under the administration proposal and 
the bill as reported out by the House 
Committee on Agriculture. Thus, dur
ing this period under the administration 
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proposal, Cuba would have exported to 
the United States 17 ,563,260 tons of 
sugar. During the same period, under 
the bill as reported out by the committee, 
the Cubans will export 17,551,480 tons 
of sugar, or a reduction of 11,780 tons in 
the entire period from that provided un
der the administration proposal. This 

·reduction amounts to three-fourths of 
one-tenth of 1 percent. 

Fourth. The following table reveals 
how the bill as reported out by the com
mittee is a better bill for the Cubans 
than the bill as proposed by the admin
istration: 
Cuba's expor ts of sugar to the Uni ted States 

T onnage by . 
Admlnis- Commit· which commit· 

Year tration tee bill exceeds 
proposal tee bill administration 

proposal 

i9.'i6 _______ _ 2, 891, 760 2, 900,640 +8,880 1957 __ ______ .2,898, 240 2, 914, 000 + 15, 760 l!l.58 ___ _____ 2, 934, 690 2, 936, 500 +1,810 1959 __ ______ 2, 971, 140 2, 959,000 -12, 140 
HJ()Q ___ __ _ __ 3,007, 590 ·2, 981, 500 -26, 090 

T otal.. ___ ------------ ------------ 1 -11, 780 

1 Net loss over life of bill. 

In working out the participation in the 
growth factor, the committee has rec
ognized: 

<a> The importance of the domestic 
producers obtaining a substantial par
ticipation in the growth factor which 
never before had been provided to them. 

(b) Giving a small increase in partici-
pation in the growth factor to the full
duty countries whose participation up 
to now under the existing law had been 
limited to 4 percent. 

(c) Adjusting the smaller participa
tion that Cuba would have in the growth 
factor so that the cut would be a more 
gradual one than that provided by the 
administration bill · and would permit 
Cuba to plan better its future sugar 
economy. 

The ability of the committee to achieve 
this result for Cuba and at the same time 
maintain the philosophy that Cuba 
should receive a substantial part of the 
growth factor is revealed by the follow
ing table: 

Percent of Cuba in growth factor 

Year Administration Committee 
proposal bill 

i955-56________ __________ 23. 6 30. 2 
1956--57 ______ ___________ _ 4. 8 9. 9 . 
1957-58__________________ 27. 0 16. 67 
1958-59___ _______________ 27. 0 16. 67 
1959-6()__________________ 27. 0 16.137 

1~------~1------~ 

Average_____ ______ 21. 91 i8. 02 

Under the sugar legislation as it now 
exists, Cuba supplies 34.04 percent of the 
entire sugar consumption of the United 
States. 

.The administration, the committee, 
and the Cubans have all .recognized that 
this participation must be reduced to 
some extent in order to permit greater 
participation to the domestic producers 
and some small increased participation 
to the full-duty countries. 

The administration recognized this 
factor since its bill, as of 1960, would 
have given to the Cubans the privilege 

of supplying 33.14 percent of the entire cent of the total United States consump-
sugar consumption of the United States. tion. . 

The committee bill has followed the The fact is, therefore, that while Cuba 
principle recognized by the Cubans and accepted the benefits of the 1948 act, it 
as advocated by the proposed adminis- failed to undertake the obligation im
tration bill by granting to the Cubans in posed by the theory of the act, which was 
1960 the privilege of supplying 32.85 per- for Cuba to restrict its production and 
cent of the entire sugar consumption of prepare for the inevitable retrenchment. 
the United States. In other words, the It is important to note how much 
committee bill reduces Cuba's share in more the ·United States Treasury will 
the total United States market in 1960 obtain under the provisions of the com
by less than 1 percent, by 0.29 of 1 per- mittee bill as against the existing leg
cent from the administration proposal. islation as a result of additional ton-

Under the proposed administration nage being granted to the full-duty 
bill, in 1960 the Cubans would have ac- countries. 
counted for 71.06 percent of all the sugar The additional tonnage granted to the 
exported to the United States. full-duty countries is 474,740 tons. 

The committee has followed this prin- This additional amount means that 
· ciple of recognizing that the Cubans the United States Treasury gets $2.50 
should receive the larger share of the per ton more than would be obtained 
United states market insofar as all for- if Cuba were to ship this extra amount. 
eign countries are concerned. Under the The total additional amount obtained, 
committee bill, the Cubans in 1960 will therefore, by the United States Treasury 
supply 69.85 percent of all the sugar ex- is $1,186,850. 
ported to the United States from abroad. It is important to study the history 
The difference, therefore, between the of Cuban sugar entries to the United 
proposed administration till and the States, both in terms of tonnages and 
committee bill involves only a reduction dollars. 
of 1.13 percent insofar as Cuba's rela- In 1948 Cuban sugar entries totaled 
tive position among all foreign sup- 2,927,000 tons. 
pliers is concerned. In 1954, Cuban sugar entries totaled 

The annual average of Cuban de- 2,729,000 tons, or a reduction of 200,000 
liveries to the United States under exist- tons from her 1948 sugar entries. 
ing legislation for the period 1948-52 is The value of the Cuban sugar sales to 

the United States in 1948 totaled 
3,061,000 tons as compared to the aver- $271.6 million, as compared to $283.3 
age of the ~ul~-duty .coui:tries of 56,000. million in 1954. 
. Under ex1stmg legislation, for the pe- Thus1 although in 1954 Cuban sugar 

nod 1953-~6, t?e annual ave:age of the - entries were 200,000 less tons than in 
Cuban dellveries to the Umted States 1948, she earned on her 1954 sugar en
would be 2,812,000 as compared to t?e trie~ $11.7 million more than in 1948. 
annual average of the full-duty countries In respect of total Cuban · exports to 
of 117,000. . . the United States, Cuba exported, in· 

Under the committee bill, the annual 1954 $26 million more including sugar 
average of Cuban ~eliveries to .the United thaz{ she did in 1948, ~!though her -im~ 
States for the period 1957-60 is 2,939,000 ports from the United States had de

_as compared to the annual average of the creased in 1954 by $12.8 million from her 
. full-duty countries of 242,500. imports from the United States in 1948. 

Thus the Cuban position is bettered In changing the recommendation of 
from what has been the case under the the executive branch from 55 to 45, that 
exi~ting legislation. is, 55 percent of our total consumption 

Moreover, it is to be noted that the an- to domestic producers and 45 percent to 
nual average of Cuban deliveries to the . foreign producers, to a division of 50 
United States for the period 1948-60 percent to domestic producers and 50 
under existing legislation and the com- ·percent to foreign producers, we took 
mittee bill is 2,947,000, as compared to away from our own domestic producers 
the average of the full-duty countries of and gave to foreign producers far more 
132,000. than we have taken away from Cuba. 

In his testimony in 1951 Mr. Myers during the life of the bill we have pre-
stated: sented. Fortunately, Cuba does not 

The Sugar Act of 1948 was designed par
ticularly to assist Cuba. It was feared in 
1947 when the Sugar Act of 1948 was being 
drafted that ~ period of declining demand 
and retrenchment might lie ahead. There
fore, it was felt that the United States had a 
moral obligation to give the Cuban sugar in
dustry every reasonable assistance during the 
period of anticipated retrenchment. 

Thus Cuba was given substantial bene
fits under the 1948 act, which Cuba ac
cepted, on the theory that these benefits 
would permit it to prepare for the neces
sary retrenchment. 

The fact is that Cuba failed to re
trench. Thus, in 1947, her annual pro
duction was 6,448,000 tons; The annual 
average production of Cuba for the years 
1948-51 was 6,228,000 tons. Its annual 
production in 1952 was 7,964,000 tons. 
This production was ~qual to 99.98 per-

complain about the 100,000 tons which 
were given to our domestic producers, 
but some of the people interested in Cuba 
seem to be very unhappy and somewhat 
dissatisfied with. the provisions of the 
bill we are presenting. Actually, Mr. 
Chairman, Cuba should be delighted. 
It should be realized that in 1955 and 
1956 and all through the life of the pro
gram Cuba has been well cared for, and 
in 1962, if the present arrangement con
tinues, Cuba will have a quota in excess 
of 3 million tons, while all of the full
duty countries put together will only 
have 400,000 tons. 

I frankly believe, Mr. Chairman, that 
all countries and areas participating in 
this program should be pleased with the 
provisions of this bill. 

It is not possible for me to tell you how 
much work has been done in connection 



12450 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE July 30 

witn the.bill and the problems involved. 
I have made just about every possible 
·calculati.ori that could be made, based 
upon .different percentages and under 
different formulas and with different 
tonnages. Most of these c~lculations 
have of necessity been made without the 
aid or assistance of the statisticians and 
mathematicians and calculating ma
chines of the Department of · Agricul
ture. The Department of Agriculture 
closes at about 5:30 in the afternoon, 
·and only by laborious effort and by work
ing into late hours of the night and the 
early hours .of the morning was I able 
'to present the various charts and calcu
lations to _the members of our commit
tee for their consideration. I know, Mr. 
Chairman, better than anyone else how 
-hard and how faithfully the members 
of our committee have worked on these 
problems. In making these calculations 
·and in preparing these charts, if one 
figure is changed, then all the rest of 
the figures must be changed. I hope, 
therefore, that no effort will be made to 
·Change t4ese figures and calculations 
and tonnages here on the floor of the 
House. 

Many of the areas and countries par
ticipating in this program, and I might 
say most of the countries and areas par
ticipating in this program, have been 
well and ably represented by dis
tinguished lawyers, economists, and lob
byists, but unfortunately some of the 
participating full-duty countries have 
had no lawyers, economists, or lobbyists 
representing them except the members 
of our committee who were determined 
to accord fair treatment to all areas. 
Some · people seem to be ·dissatisfied be
cause our committee decided to increase 
·the quotas for our good neighbors south 
·or the border. Mexico has not even been 
able to sell enough sugar in our market 
to earn enough dollars to buy enough 
machinery to operate the sugar industry 
of Mexico. The Dominican Republic 
has filled the quotas she has been given 
and has kept faith with · our country. 
Panama was entitled to better treatment 
than had been accorded, and so our com
mittee increased the quota to Panama. 
We did not forget Haiti, Costa Rica, For
mosa, and the other countries who have 
participated, even in a small way, in this 
very important sugar program-even 

·Hong Kong was given 3 tons and British 
Guiana· 85 tons. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I want 
to say again that our committee · has 
done a good job. This bill is important. 
It should be passed as presented. It 
should be accepted by all countries and 

· areas involved, and certainly it should 
be accepted by the Senate and signed by 
the President. · 

If this bill is forced into a conference 
we will adjourn without a sugar bill and 
relief will be denied to our domestic 
producers who are now temporarily in 
distress. Our labor will be lost and the 
sugar program may expire next year and 
we may face the chaotic condition that 
existed before the House Committee on 

. Agriculture prepared and presented the 
first sugar bill more than 20 years ago. 

This bill contains everything that the 
-present Secretary of Agriculture has de-

nounced, ridiculed, and repudiated. It any quarter. · He has well and faithfully 
is saturated with subsidies, it is perme- discharged all of the great and grave 
.ated with controls and regimentations. 'responsibilities of the office he holds. He 
Every phase ot the industry is strictly is held in high esteem by all men every
controlled. Even the wages of the la- .where who have known him well. He 
borers in the fields are fixed. In this is an upright, a forthright, trustworthy, 
.program we }lave acreage allotments · and courageous "bureaucrat.'' He has 
·and marketing quotas, and marketing devoted his · life to public service, and 
quotas are fixed in tonnages. The re.:.. he deserves a commendation of Con
fining of sugar .is regulated. The price · gress. Because of Larry Meyers this 
of sugar is fixed. Price supports are sugar program has been an outstand
.provided and prices are now being sup- ing success and has operated so well and 
ported in the beet producing areas at 93.5 so successfully that it has not been 
percent of parity. Import quotas are -criticized by men of eit:P,er . party. 
fixed. Refining quotas are fixed. Every Larry Meyers is a public servarit, and 
·possible thing affecting the production, he has rendered service far beyond the 
harvesting, marketing, and distribution .call of duty. If he had rendered such 
_of sugar is firmly fixed by this law, and valuable service in England instead of 
. yet the Secretary of Agriculture and here at home, I am sure. that we would 
.even · the President of the United States now today be addressing him as Sir 
.in a special message to Congress offi- Lawrence. 
cially approve of the sugar program. · Mt. Chairman; I want to publicly con-

Yes, both the secretary and the Presi- gratulate and commend Lawrence 
dent · recommended and approved the Meyers and publicly thank him for his 
wool program, under which the produc- constant interest in the problems here 
ti on of wool is now supported at 105 per- involved and for the great assistance 
cent ·of parity. But those of us· who are that he has been to me and to the mem
primarily interested in the producers of hers of our committee in the preparation 
basic commodities are told that 90 per- of tne bill now under consideration. I 
cent of parity for our farmers involves do not know whether he approves of 
something that is evil, unholy, and un- everything we have done or not, but I 
American. do know that he knows that we have 

Cc,nsiste:hcy-oh, what a jewel. It a right to do everything we have done. 
probably depends upon whose ox is gored. if this bill is enacted, I am certain that 
Seventy-six percent of parity for wheat ·he will, to the very best of his ability, 
farmers, 93 % percent for sugar farmers, carry out the true intent and mearung 
105 percent for sheep farmers. and flex- of every provision of this bill. Larry 
ible supports for everyone else seems to -Meyers knows that legislation is · the re
be the price support program of the · sult of compromise, and while this bill 
present administration. Why cannot might not reflect his views entirely, he 
we be fair with all farmers? Why can- appreciates the importance of the pro
not we be fair with each other? This gram, which must,. of necessity, be con
thing we call 90-percent price support · tinued. During our deliberations and 
for basic commodities is obviously obnox- the consideration of the problems ln
ious to the present administration. The volved, I have felt perfectly free to call 
present administration talks eloquently upon him during all of the hours of the 
about 100 percent of parity-in the mar- day and everi at his home late into the 
ket place-but the present administra- night. I know th~t he has worked .many 
tion has not been able· to find the market long hours after he has finished his 
pface. The present administration is . labors in the Dep.artment of Agriculture. 
frightened by the abundance which the Not only does he know the problems 
farmers of our Nation have produced, . which here perplex us, but he under
and the present administration does not stands the problems of the producers 
seem to know how to deal with the prob- . of sugar throughout .the . world. He is 

· lem of &bundance. The fact remains our representative at all internati6na1 
that when this administration came into conferences, at wtiich such problems are 

-office, the overall pr-ice support program _considered,_and is recognized.as a world 
on basic agricultural commodities authority. May the Lord bless and keep 

cshowed a net profit of· more than $13 mil- him as he continues his labors. 
lion, but under this present administra- The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex
tion that net profit has disappeared, and pired. The Clerk will re.ad the bill for 
now .the program shows substantial amendment. 
losses. Mr. Chairman, I could go on and . Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
on talking about the weaknesses of the unanimous consent that the bill be con
present administration, but let us come sidered as read and open to amendment 
back to the matter before us. This bill at any point. 
must be enacted before this Congress The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
adjourns. to the request of the gentleman from 

Mr. Chairman, I cannot conclude in North Carolina? 
good conscience until I have paid at There was no objection. 
least a brief tribute to the one man who T.he bill fallows: 
has been responsible for the proper ad- Be it enacted, etc., That section 101 (d) of 
ministration of the sugar program, Law- the Sugar Act of 1948, as amended, is amended to read as follows: 

.rence Meyers, the director and adminis- "(d) The term •raw sugar' means any 
trator of the sugar program. Larry sugars (exclusive of liquid sugar from for
Meyers knows more about this bill and eign countries having liquid sugar quotas), 

. all other sugar bills and programs than whether or not principally of crystalline 
any man in America. He has done and structure, which are to be further refined or 

improved in quality to produce any sugars 
is doing a magnificent job. He has not principally of crystall1ne structure or liquid 
and he will not yield to pressure from sugar." 

.. 
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SEC .. 2. Section 101 (e) of such act is 

amended to read as follows: 
.. ( e) The term 'direct-consumption sugar' 

mea;ns any sugars principally of crystalline 
structure and any liquid sugar (exclusive o! 
liquid sugar from foreign countries having 
liquid'.: sugar quotas). which are not to be 
further refined or improved in quality." 

SE:c. 3. Section 101 (1) of such act is 
a.mended:by deleting the parenthetical word 
"(Clerget) ." 

SEc. 4. Section 101 of such act is amended 
by adding at the end thereof a new para
graph to read -as follows: 

"(n) The term 'to be further refined or 
improved in quality' means to be subjected 
substantially to the processes of (1) affina
tion or -defecation, (2) clarification, and ·(3) 
further purification by adsorption or crystal
lization. The Secretary is authorized, in ac
cordance with :findings based on public hear
ings to determine ' whether specific processes 
to which sugars are subjected are sufJlcient 
to meet the requirements of this paragraph 
(n) and whether sugars of sp~cific qualities 
are raw sugar within the meaning of para
graph (d) of this section, or direct-consump
tion sugar within the meaning of paragraph 
.(e) of this section." 

SEC. 5. Section 201 of such act is amended 
by striking in the second· senten~e thereof 
the words "1947 prior to the termination of 
price contro~ of ~ugar" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "1947-49." 

SEc. 6. Section 202 (a) of such act is 
amended by lnserting a colon and " ( 1) For 
the calendar year 1956" in lieu of the first 
comma and by adding the following new 
paragraphs: 

"(2) For the calendar year 1956, by appor
tioning among such areas 50 percent of the 

. amount by .which the ·determination made 
pursuant to section 201 exceeds 8,350,000 
short tons, raw value, as follows: 

"(A) The .first 188,000 short tons, raw 
value, or ·any part thereof, by which quotas 
for the domestic areas are so increased shall 
be apportioned 45.2 percent to the domestic 
b'eet area; 42.6 percent to the .mainland cane 
area; 10.6 percent to Puerto Rico; and 1.6 
percent to the Virgin Islands; and 

"(B) Any additional amount shall be ap
portioned on the basis established in para
graph (a) (1) as adjusted by subparagraph 
(A) of this paragraph fa) (2). 

" ( 3) For the calendar year 1957 and each 
subsequent calendar year, by apportioning 
among such areas 4,444,000 short tons; raw 
value, in accordance with paragraph (a) (1) 
of this section, and oy adding thereto 50 
percent of the amount · by wl)ich the deter
mination made pursuant to section 201 ex
ceeds 8,350,000 short tons, raw· value, ap
portloned as follows: First, by apportioning 
in accordance with the provisions of para
gi:aph (~) (2) of this section· an amount not 
in excess of the amount so apportioned in 
1956, and second, by 11-pportioning the 're
mainder, if any, in accordance with the final 
quotas established for the calendar year 
1956, pursuant to paragraphs (a) (1) and 
(a) (2) of th_is section." 

SEC. 7. Section 202 (c) of such act is 
amended by striking out "For" after " ( c) " 
and inserting in lieu thereof " ( 1) For the 
calendar year 1956, for" and by adding at the 
end thereof the following new paragraphs: 

"(2) For the calendar year 1957 and for 
each subsequent calendar year for foreign 
countries other than the Republic ·or the 
Philippines, by prorating to Cuba 96 percent 
and to such other foreign countries 4 per
cent of the amount of sugar, raw value, by 
which 8,350,000 short tons or such lesser 
amount as determined pursuant to section 
201 exceeds the -sum of 4,444,000 short tons, 
raw value, and the quota established pur
suant to subsection (b) of this section; and 
by prorating to Cuba 50 percent and to for
eign countries other than Cuba and the 
Republic of the Philippines 50 percent of the 
amount of sugar, raw value, by which the 

amount determined pursuant to section 201 
exceeds the sum of 8,350,000 short tons _plus 
the increase in quotas provided for in sub
section (a) (3) of this section: Provided, (i) 
That for 1957 the quota for foreign countries 
.oth'er than Cuba and the Republic of the 
Philippines shall be 175,000 short tons, raw 
value, and the quota for Cuba shall equal 
the sum of the quotas for foreign countries 
other than the Republic of the Philippines 
less 175,000 short tons, raw value; and (ii) 
that for the calendar year 1958 and each 
subsequent calendar year through 1960 the 
quota for foreign countries other than Cuba 
and the Republic of the Philippines shall be 
increased 45,000 short tons, raw value, an
nually and the quota for Cuba shall equal 
the sum of the quotas for foreign countries 
other than the Republic of the Philippines 
for such year less the quota for foreign coun
tries other than Cuba and the Republic of 
the Philippines for such year. The quota for 
foreign countries other than Cuba and the 
Republic of the PhiliJipines shall be pro
rated for the calendar year 1957 and for 
each subseque'nt calendar year, as follows: 

"(A) ~ach co.untry· whose average annual 
importations into the United States within 
the quota were less than 1,000 short tons, 
raw value, during the years 1953 and 1954 
shall receive a proration equal to such aver
age importations. 

"(B) Each country whose average annual 
importations into the United States within 
the quota were more than 1,000 short tons 
but less than 3,-000 short tons, raw value, 
iiuring the years 1953 anci 1954 shall receive 
each year 2,000 tons in addition to the basic 
tonnages prorated under subparagraphs (C) 
or (D) hereof. 

"(C) Each country whose average annual 
importations into ' the United States within 
the quota were 1,000 short ·tons but less than . 
2,000 short tons, raw value, during the years 
1953 and 1954 shall receive. a proration for 
1957 equal to its average importations for 
the calendar years 1953 and 1954 plus 30 
percent thereof and for each calendar year 
subsequent to 1957 through 1960 the pro
ration for each such country shall be in
creased by an additional 30 percent of its 
proration under this subparagraph (C) for 
the immediately preceding calendar year. 

"(D) That part of the quota not otherwise 
prorated in subparagraphs (A), '(B), and 
(C) above shall be prorated as follows: 
"Country: Percent 

Dominican Republic_______________ 37 

Peru ------------------------------ 36 
Mexico ---------------------------- 20 
Nicaragua ------------------------- 5 
Haiti ----------------------------- 2" 
SEC. 8. Section 202 of such act is amended 

by adding the following new paragraphs: 
" ( e) Whenever in any y~ar any foreign 

9ountry with a· quota or proration thereof 
of more · than 10,000 short tons fails to fill 
such quota or proration by more than 10 
percent .and at any time during such year 
the world price of sugar exceeds the domestic 
price,_ the quota or proration thereof for sucn 
country_ for subsequent years shall be re
duced by an amount equal to the amount 
by which such country failed to fill its quota 
or proration thereof, unless the Secretary 
finds that such failure was due to crop dis
aster or force majeur·e or finds that such 
reduction would be contrary to the objectives 
of this act. Any reduction hereunder shall 
be prorated in .the same manner as deficits 
are prorated under section 204. 

"(f) No country shall have its quota or 
proration thereof increased above its quota 
or proration thereof .for the calendar year 
1956 unless, on or before January l, 1957, 
such country becomes a party to and bound 
by the International .Sugar Agreement for 
the Regulation of the P.roductton and Mar
keting of Sugar (ratified by and. with the 
advice and consent of the U. S. Senate on 
April 29, 1954). 

"(g) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law except paragraph (d) hereof, if the 
Secretary determines that any country for 
which a sugar quota or proration thereof is 
·established herein causes a substantial re
duction in the importation of any agricul
tural commodity from the United States 
below the quantity imported durillg a repre
sentative period of years, in raw or manu
factured form, through import quotas, im
port taxes, exchange restrictions, or other 
trade restrictive measure_s, the sugar quota or 
proration thereof for such country shall .be 
suspended during each year when such re
strictive measures are at any time in effect 
and the portion of such quota or proration 
thereof so suspended shall be prorated in the 
same manner as deficits are prorated under 
section 204." 

.SEC: 9. (a) The second sentence of section 
204 (a) of such act is amended by inserting 
before the period at the end thereof a colon 
and the following: "Provided, That any 
deficit in any domestic sugar-producing area 
occurring by reason of inability to market 
that part. of the quota for such area allotted 
under the provisions ·of section 202 (a) (2) or 
the increases allotted under section 202 (a) 
(3) shall first be prorated to other domestic 
areas on the basis of the quotas then in 
effect." 

( b) The last paragraph of section 204 {a) 
of such act is amended by inserting before 
the period· at the end thereof a semicolon 
and the following: "except that in tbe case 
of proration of any ~uch deficit in any do
mestic sugar-produci:ng-~rea occuring by rea
son of inability to market that part of the 
quota for such area allotted under and by 
reason of section 202 (a) ( 2) or the increases 
allotted under section 202 (a) (3), the Sec
retary shall apportion the unfilled amount on 
such basis and to such other domestic areas 
as he determines is required to fill such 
deficit, and if he finds that no domestic area 
will be able to supply such unfilled amount, 
he shall add it to the quota for Cuba." 

SEc. 10. Section 205 (a) of such act is 
amended by inserting immediately before the 
final sentence thereof the following: "I.n 
making such allotments, the Secretary may 
also take into consideration and make due 
allowance for the adverse effect of drought, 
storm, flood, freeze, disease, insects, or other 
similar abnormal and uncontrollable condi
tions seriously and broadly affecting any gen
eral area served by the factory or factories 
of such person.". 

SEC. 11. (a) Section 207 (a) of such act is 
amended by adding after the word "year" the 
following: ", plus an amount equal to the 
same percentage of 29,616 short tons, raw 
value, that" the increase in the quota for Ha
waii under section 202 ls of 1,052.000 short 
tons, raw value." 

(b) Section 207 (b) of such act is amend
ed by striking. the period at the end thereof 
and by adding the following: "which shall 
be principally of crystalline structure, plus 
an amount equal to the same percentage 
of 126,033 short tons, raw value, that the 
increaf'!e in the quota for Puerj;o _Rico under 
section 202 is of 1,080,000 short tons, raw 
value, which latter amount may be :filled by 
direct-consumption sugar whether or not 
principally of crystalline structure.". 

SEC. 12; Section 207 (h) of such act is 
amended by striking out "The" after "(h)" 
and inserting in· lieu thereof " ( 1) for the 
calendar year 1956, the" and by adding the 
following new paragraph: . 

"(2) For the calendar year 1957 and each 
subsequent calendar year, the quota tor for
eign countries other than Cuba and the Re
public of the Philippines may be filled by di
rect-consumption sugar to the extent of 1.36 
percent of the amount of sugar determined 
pursuant to section 201 less the sum of the 
quotas established in subsections (a) and (b) 
of section 202.: Provided, That such limita
tion shall not apply to countries receiving 
prorations under section 202 (c) of 7,000 
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short tons or less. The direct-consumption 
portion .of such quota which ls subject to 
the 1.36 percent limitation referred to above 
shall be prorated to countries which re
ceive prorations under section 202 (c) of 
more than 7,000 short tons on the basis of 
average imports of direct-consumption 
sugar within the quota 'for the years 1951, 
1952, 1953, and 1954." 

SEC. 13. Section 301 (b) of such act is 
amended by inserting after the words " (or 
processed)" the following: ", except for live
stock feed, or for the production of livestock 
.feed, as determined by the Secretary,". 
· SEC. 14. Section 302 (b) of such act is 
amended by inserting after .. (or processed) .. 
the words "within the proportlo.nate share". 
and by striking the period at the end thereof 
and inserting · the following: "and of the 
producers in any local producing area whose 
past production has been adversely, seri'." 
ously, and generally affected }ly drought, 
·storm, flood,. freeze •. disease, insects or other 
similar abnormal and uncontrollable condi
tions. For the purposes of establishing pro
portionate sharea hereunc;ler and. in order ·tci 
encourage wise use of land resources, foster 
greater diversification o! agricultlJ.ral pro
duction, and promote the conservation of.soil 
and water resources in Puerto Rico, the Sec
retary, on · application · of any owner of a. 
fa:r:m tn Puerto Rfoo, -ts hereby authorized, 
whenever he determines it to be tn the pub
lic interest and to facilitate the sale or rental 
of land for other productive purposes, to 
transfer the sugarcane production record for 
any parcel or parcels· Of land in Puerto Rico 
owned by the applicant to any other parcel or 
parcels of land owned by such applicant tn 
Puerto Rico.". 

SEC. 15. section 405 pf such act is amended 
by inserting " (a) " at the beginning thereof 
and by adding ,the following new paragraph: 

"(b) Any person whose sugar-processing 
operations otherwise meet the requirements 
of section 101 (Ii) and who subjects to !:!Uc~ 
processes sugar imported or brought into 
the continental United States under a decla
ration that it ts raw sugar but which sugar 
subsequently ls determined to be of direct.: 
consumption q:ualitY' and -to. be in excess of 
the direct-consumption portion of the ap
plicable quota or proration or allotment 
~hereof, shall forfeit to, the United States a 
sum equal to 1 cent per pound for .each 
pound, raw value, of such sugar in excess 
of the direct .. consuniption portion of the 
applicable quota or proration or l;l.llotment 
thereof, which forfeiture shall be recoverable 
1n a civil suit ·brought in the name of the 
United States." 
· SEC. 16. Section 407 of such act is amended 
by adding at .the end thereof the following 
sentence: "The provisions of this section 
shall not apply to persons whose services 
are obtained pursuant ·to section 305." 

SEc. 17. Section 411 of such act ts renum
bered as section 412, section 412 of such act 
is renumbered as section 413, anci a new sec
tion 411 inserted as follows: 

"SF.C. 411. The Secretary ts authorized to 
issue such regulations as may be necessary 
to carry out article 7 of the International 
Sugar Agreement for the Regulation of the 
Production and Marketing of Sugar (ratified 
by and with the advice and consent o! the 
United States Senate on April 29, 1954), re
stricting importations of sugar into the 
United states from foreign countries not 
participating in such agreement, or to carry 
out the corresponding provisions of any 
such future agreements ratified by and with 
the advice and consent of the United States 
Senate." 

Sro. 18. Renumbered section 412 of such 
act (relating to termination of the powers 
of the Secretary under the act) is amended 
by striking out "1956" in each place it ap
pears therein and inserting in lieu thereof 
"1960". 

SEC. 19. A new section 414 is added to such 
act as· follows: 

"SEC. '414.· (a) To alleviate the conditions 
which exist in the continental United States 
sugar-producing areas by reason of the 
quantities of surplus overquota sugar pro
duced in such areas, t.he Commodity Credit 
Corporation shall carry out loans, purchases, 
or other operations with respect to 100,000 
Short tons Of sugar produced from the 1955 
or previous crops in such areas. 

"(b) Sugar acquired hereunder shall be 
disposed of outside the continental United 
States in such manner as the Corporation de
termines wm not unduly interfere with nor
mal marketings of sugar, including disposi
tions under the Agricultural 'l'rade Develop
ment and Assistance Act of 1954, as amended. 

"(c) No borrower shall be personally liable 
for any deficiency arising from the sale of 
the sugar securing any loan made under au
thority of this section, unless such loan was 
obtained through fraudulent representations 
'by the borrower. This provision shall not, 
however, be construed to prevent Commodity 
Credit Coporation from requiring t.he bor-

. tower to assume liabillty for deficiencies in 
the quality or quantity of sugar delivered 
under the· loan, for failure to properly care · 
for and preserve such sugar, or for failure 
or refusal ~o deliver the sugar in accord
ance with the requirements of the program. 

" ( d) Sugar acquired hereunder shall not 
be subject to the provisions ·of title II of 
this act." 

SEC. 20. Section 201 of the Agricultural Act 
of 1949, as amended (63 Stat. 1052; 68 Stat. 
899, 912), is further amended as follows: 

1. After the comma follqwing the word 
"butterfat" in the clause preceding the colon, 
insert the following: "sugar beets and sugar
cane,". 

(2) After subseetion (c) thereof insert· a 
new subsection ( d) . as follows: , · 

" ( d) The price of sugar beets and sugar
cane, respectively, shall be supported at a 
level of 90 percent of the parity price therefor 
through loans, purchases, or other operations 
with respect to sugar derived from the proc
essing of proportionate shares of sugar beets 
or sugarcane of the i.956 and subsequent 
crops produced in the domestic sugar-pro
ducing areas of the United States. Loans, 
purchases, or other operations with respect 
to such sugar shall be at such rates or pr•ces 
as the Secretary determines, after taking 
into account receipts of producers from by
products and conditional payments will re
:flect the etjuiva'lent of 90 percent of the 
parity price either for sugar beets. or sugar
cane. Sugar acquired hereunder shall not 
be subject to the provisions of title II of the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended." 

Sro. 21. Section 4501 (c) and 6412 (d) (re
lating to the termination of taxes on sugar) 

·Of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 are 
amended by striking out "1957" in each 
place it appears therein and inserting in lieu 
thereof "1961." 

SEC. 22. Section 4502 ( 4), chapter 4, sub
chapter A, "Sugar," of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954 is amended as follows: Strike 
out the parenthetical word ·~ (Clerget)" 
where it occurs in the first sentence and 
delete the second sentence thereof. 

SEC. 23. (a) Section 4504, chapter 37, sub
chapter A, "Sugar," of the Internal Revenue 
Code of· 1954 is amended by adding before 
the period at the end thereof the following: 
"and except that such tax may be subject to 
refunds as a tax under the provisions of 
section 6418 (a) . " 
· (b) Section 6418 (a) of chapter 65 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954 ls amended 
by striking out the "(a)" immediately fol
lowing "section 4501." 

SEC. 24. The amendments made hereby 
shall become effective January 1, 1956, except 
as otherwise designated and except that re
quired determinations and regulations may 
be issued in 1955 for the calendar year 1956. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I o:f!er an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
·Amendment offered by Mr. LAIRD: On page 

15, beginning on· line 18, strike out the re
mainder of section 8 through and including 
line 1& on page 16. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I support 
this legislation, but may I say that at. the 
time this legislation was before the com
mittee there were certain · sections that 
were written into the bil1 which i took 
exception to. On page 15 of the bill, sec
tion 8, beginning with line 18, there are 
two restrictive sections written irito this 
bill that will a:f!ec.t two particular coun-
tries. ·, · . 

I read from page 15, line 18: 
No coun~ry shall' have its quota or pro.

ration thereof inci:eased above its quota or 
product~on thereof for the calendar year · 
1956 . unless, on or before January 1, 1957, 
such country Qecome8 a party to and bound 
by the international sugar agreement for the 
regulation of the production and marketing 
of sugar. . · · 

That particular section:applies only to 
Peru. .. ·. , . . 

The next subparagraph of section 8 
appl~es only to the Philippines. The 
Legisature of the · Philippines is now in 
session and considering suspending some 

. of the practices which brought' this s.ec
tion about, and I feet that this sugar bill 

_ 18 riot ~he place to deal with this par·- · 
ticular problem. . The Philippines were 
great friends of ours during World War 
II. I serv~d al\<l was in the Phil1ppines 
during World War II, and I do not .feel 
that we. spould discriminate agafust the 
Philippine Islands in establishing these 
sugar allotments. It is my hope that the 
Gove:rnment of the Philippines wiU take 
immediate action to suspend these ·dis-
criminatory practices: · 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAIRD. I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina. . 

Mr; COOLEY. I also ,say that we 
should hot discriminate against the 
Philippine Islands: I agree with that. 
But does not the gentleman agree with 
me that the Philippine Islands should 
not discriminate· against' us? 

Mr. LAIRD~ . I certainly do agree with 
the chairman, but I do · not think we 
~hould write this language into the sugar 
bill at this time. 

Mr. COOLEY. I am perfectly willing 
for it to be deleted from the bill, and I so 
stated to the House a minute ago, and, 
so far as I am concerned, I accept the 
amendment. · 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman. I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman. I think the RECORD 
should show in · justice to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. CoOLEY] that 
prior to this bill being programed, in 
consultation with Speaker RAYBURN and 
myself, the gentleman from North Caro
lina CMr. CooLEY] and other members 
of his committee stated to the Speaker 
and myself that the provisions of the bill 
relating to the Philippine Islands would 
'be deleted. And it was my intention to 
offer such an amendment. However, 
that is included in the ·amendment which 
is pending at the desk and which is be-
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fore the Committee at the present time. 
Of course, I support the amendment, be .. 
cause authorship of the amendment is 
immateriaL. It: is the result which I am 
concerned with. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr . . McCORMACK. I will be very 
happy to. 

Mr.. COOLEY. I might also add that 
I assured the gentleman that I would 
c.ff er an amendment striking out the sec
tion directed at Peru, because Peru is not 
a member of the International Sugar 
Agreement. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Exactly. 
Without getting into the field ref erred 

to by the gentleman from North Caro
lina, the international situation is such 
that the carrying of these provisions, in 
my opinion, would be highly inadvisable 
at this time. I am confident and I sin
cerely hope that any actions on the part 
, of any other country that are discrim-
inatory in results to our own country or 
any of the products of our own country 
will be. removed as quickly as possible. 
However, we must lift ourselves above 
such situations at times, and it seems to 
me that this is one of the times, and the 
striking out of this provision, I think, 
would be most healthly, most beneficial, 
because in relation to the Philippines we 
must remember that we have there real 
friends, friends that we can rely upon. 
. During the trying days of World War 

II, . and for many years prior thereto, 
they were, for all practical purposes, a 
patt ·· or the United States and they 
showed their love of . America by the 
great sacrifices that they made. 

Mr: BONNER. ·Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

.Mr. McCORMACK. I am happy to. 
yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BONNER. This situation in the 
Philippines is not something new. This 
has beep going on for some time. 
· Mr. McCORMACK. Let Us .· not get 

into that now. 
Mr. BONNER. I thought maybe I 

could get my piece in here now instead 
of delaying the House with another 5-
minute speech. 

When some time ago-I objected to · the 
renewal of .. the Philippine trade agree
ment, there were discriminations going 
on in the issuance of import licenses. 
We got that straightened out. Then 
there was a discriminatory act · passed. 
This is a two-way street. I think it is 
wholesome that this discussion has taken 
place in the House so those in the Philip
pines might know that we were not giv
ing way all the time but were willing 
to accept some and give .some. I will 
withdraw my objection in this case for 
the reason that this week I had a very 
satisfactory understanding with a very 
prominent member of the_ Philippine 
Congress, who was here in Washing .. 
ton on a short visit and greatly inter .. 
ested in this bill. Hereafter my action 
will be ditf erent. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am sure the re
marks made by the two gentlemen from 
North Carolina will be noticed. On the 
other hand, we are a great Nation and 
we can afford to show our greatness by 
lifting ourselves above ordinary human 
reactions at times. This is one of those 

occasions. Certainly as a message of 
friendship to those who are our fr~ends 
and as ·a contribution to our good rela
tions on an international level,. it is im .. 
portant not only to the United States, 
but to the people of the Philippines for 
us to accept the amendment of the gen
tleman. It will be greatly appreciated. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am glad to yield 
to the distinguished ranking member 
of the committee with whom, I might 
say, I had a conversation~ and he told 
me, when he learned I was going to pro
pose the amendment, that he would ac
cept it and I assume he is accepting the 
amendment. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I am in 
entire accord with the gentleman and 
the amendment which he has· spo.nsored. 
Also I want to express the thought that 
those of us on this side ·of the aisle who 
are interested in this legislation appre
ciate the splendid cooperation we have 
had from the majority leader in pro
gramil)g this bill under very ·. difficult 
circumstances. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I appreciate· the 
comments of the gentleman. 

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
'ijnanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the ~coRn. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
. Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Chairman, as a 

member of the Foreign Affairs Commit:. 
tee, and chairman of the Subcommittee 
on the Far East and the Pacific, I have 
been closely concerned with the eco
nomic, political, and collective security 
conditions prevailing in that important 
region. 
: As we all know, more than one-half 'of 
humanity lives in that area. Further, 
far-reaching economic, political, and 
social developments are presently taking 
place in · that region-developments 
which may seriously affect the future 
course· of events insofar as our Nation,. 
and the other free nations of the world, 
are concerned. 

· For these, and other equally impor
tant reasons, I believe that· it is in our 
own interest to pay ~lose attention to 
what is happening in the Pacific and 
in the Far East: 

I rise to address myself to H. R. 7030, 
a bill to amend and extend the Sugar Act 
of 1948 and more particularly to section 
8, subsection g thereof, which provides: 

(g) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law except paragraph (d) hereof, 1f the 
Secretary · determines that any country for 
whi~h a sugar quota or proration thereof _is 
established herein causes a substantial re
duction in the importation of any agri
cultural commodity from the United States 
below the quantity imported duriilg a rep
resentative period of years, in raw or manu
factured form, through import quotas, im
port taxes, exchange restrictions, or other 
trade restrictive measures, the sugar quota 
or proration thereof for such country shall 
be suspeµded during each year when such 
restrictive measures are at any time in effect 
and ·the portion of such quota or proration 
thereof so suspended shall be prorated. 1n: 
the same manner as deficits are prorated 
under section 204. 

Everyone· who knows anything about 
the hearings on the proposed legislation 
is well aware of the fact that this pro
vision is directed at ·our good friend 
and ally the Philippines. In 1952, the 
Philippine Republic enacted a law, Re
public Act No. 698, establishmg import 
quotas on all foreign grown leaf tobacco 
and thereby curtailed the amount of 
tobacco permitted to be imported into 
the Philippines. Let me say, first of all, 
that in spite of the import restrictions 
imposed in the Philippines, for reasons 
I will subsequently enumerate, they are 
still one of the bigge·st buyers of Ameri
can tobacco~ Why were these import 
quotas imposed? These import quotas 
were imposed upon the advice and strong 
recommendations made by the so-called 
Bell Mission and representatives of · the 
Foreign Operations Administration in 
the Philippines. These agencies of our 
own Government sought to protect the 
dollar reserves of the Philippines in view 
of her tremendous trade deficits rec.og
liizing that the Philippines had to cur
tail its purchases abroad of such · items 
as were considered nonessential. Mr. 
Chairman, tobacco happened to be con
sidered one of the.less essential products 
that the Philippines had to buy as it 
was quite evident that she had to give 
preference to capital goods a.nd raw ma
terials so necessary for the rehabilitatfon 
of her industries totally destroyed in the 
last war. I am glad to be able to say 
that my distinguished colleague, Con
gressman HERBERT BONNER of North 
Carolina, Chairman of the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries Committee and 
well-krtown to have the interest of the 
American tobacco industry at heart, in 
a statement made on the floor of the 
House on June 21 in connection with 
certain Philippine legislation then under 

. consideration, stated that he was recom
mending that the bill be passed because 
certain inequities that had been prac
tised in the .Philippines against Ameri .. 
can commerce, would be corrected. His 
recommendation on the legislation then 
being considered was based on assur .. 
ances incorporated in a letter dated June-
18, 1955, addressed to him from Oen. 
Carlos P. Romulo, special representative 
of the President of ~he Republic of the 
Philippines, together with a cablegram 
from President Magsays.ay on this 
matter. 

The executive branch of the present 
admillistration has spoken with respect 
to these import quotas, specifically on 
May 16, 1955, when the Philippine Trade 
Agreement was before the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the House of Repre
sentatives. On page 50, of the hearings 
the Honorable William J. Sebald, Acting 
Assistant Secretary of State for Far 
Eastern Affairs, in testifying on the im .. 
position of import quotas stated: 

Mr. SEBALD. One of the principal reasons 
for the import bans was to save foreign cur
rency. There were a great many unneces
sary, or items which the Philippine Govern
ment considered unnecessary, importations 
which were being made. They there!ore put 
a ban on such imports because it was ex
hausting their foreign exchange. 

Mr. JENKINS. We have had fine relation
ship with the Phtl1pp1nes. These matters 
that you have referred to were not anything 
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that would. cause any rift between the-two · port is to give relief to the domestic sugar have· Pointed out, is a very complex ·piece 

. countries? . . growers by allowing them to participate : of legislation; covering domestic pro- .. 
Mr. SEBALD. That is correet. It .was a mat. ·in the increasing COnsuIIiption Of sugar dUCtfoI1, foreign production; mainland . 

· ter of necessity. for the Philippine Gov~n- · in the United States. Section 20 is for- production, production in · .the pc>sses
ment in ord.er for ·it to keep its head above~ eign to that purpose. . sions, and so forth. Therefore, · ~Y re-
wa::r~·· JENKINS: In some of these cases of · At this juncture I should like"to yield sponse to the gentleman· really i~ that I 

sufficient tinie to· the _ gentleman froin do not believe we ·should debate that · bans imposed by the Phil1ppine Government, . t · 
it looks as if they were going pretty far. Louisfana [Mr. BOGGS], who represents issue· at this time in this bill. Tha does 

Mr. SEBALD. They were nondiscrimina~ory the cane producers and who has faith- not mean I do not think it possibly is a 
in the· sense that it was the article which fully attended our committee· hearings, very · good ·thing -ro have · for· the sugar 
was banned, the importation of· the article .to answer two questions . . The first ques- producers. 
that was banned rather than because it hap- tion is, "Is section 20 essential to the Mr. DIXON. I thank the gentleman. 
ipened to be an American article. · achievement of the purposes of the b111 I should like at this time to yield suffi-

Mr'. JENKINS. Anyhow1 ~he ·agency that you from . the standpoint of the cane cient time .for our honored chairtnan, 
represent 'was satisfied with :what was going growers?" · . the gentlem~n from North Carolina. 
on? · . ' · , Mr. BOGGS. My · answer is that. thts ·. [Mr. COOLEY], who. has worked aso hard 

Mr~ SEBALD. Yes, .sir; ~think it was neces- section was not in the bill introduced by on this bill, t? ~nswer two que~tions. 
sary. :my colleague the gentleman from Louisi- · In your opinion, is this s~t1on nece~-

It is significant at this point to .direct aria [Mr. WILLIS] and myself. sary to accomplish t.he purv6ses of this. 
your attention to the fact that the Phi~- · Mr. DIXON. Second, would the gen- · bill? . . 
ippines has been unable to fill her quota · ·ueman have any objection if this section Mr. COOLEY . . Frankly, I could say 
for the last 13 years resulting in the loss were deleted? · · ·~~es''. or "N~,'' but I .wou.ld prefer to say 
to her of some 8 million tons which went · Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Chairman, for my- this.: In puttin,g the provision in t~e bill, 
to another large American supplier and self i have no objection whatsoever. we did so only, after conference with the 
on which· taxes were collected by the · M' . DIXON Mr · WILLIS 1 would like . people .from the cane area.~ I actually 
United States Government of appr9xi- .r. · . · ' · believed at the time .we put it in that you 
mately 100 million dollars._ You. are all to yield to you. . might need it in 2 or 3 years:from now 
aware of the fact that this body p~ssed Mr. WILLIS. I cannot improve on the in the event you get into trouble again. 
within the last 2 weeks amendments to · replies of. ~Y c,olleague .the gentleman In other words, if you have a surplus· 2 
the Philippine Trade Act, which amend- from Louisiana [Mr. BOGGS]. . years from now, you will not have to be 
ments are now with the President of the ~r. D~XON. I should like t0 yield suf- running back here to the Congress to 
United States. This penalty ·provision, flc1ent time to _the gentleman from Colo- . amend this law. But if you have the 
retaliatory in character, in my opinion, mdo [Mr. HILL] to · answer those two nonrecourse loan program, you could. 
would urido all the good that the recent questions for the beet growers. · pl8.ce the sugar under loan, if you had to 
approval of the amendments to the Phil- . Mr. HILL. I would li~e to say two freeze the crop, and then put lt back into 
ippine Trade Act. has done to 'our haPPY. things I forgot to say a while ago. the market and continue without baving 
relations with the. Philippines and · it is Mr. DIXON. That is not what I to come back to · the Congress to amend" 
doubtful if, the President can sign the . yielded for. the law . 

. trade agreement· as .authorized .in this · Mr. -HILL . . In ·working on this legis~ .. The CHAffiMAN. The time of· the 
session if the penalty provision in this lation, the growers in my area never pad gentleman from Utah· [Mr; DIXON] has 
act is approved. -It is urged tha.t section finer supporters ·than the gentlemen ·again expired._· . 
a· (g) be deleted from· this bill. · : from Louisiana [Mr .. WILLIS and Mr. Mr .. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on . -. BoaGsl. In other words, tpe cane peq- unanimous consent· that the gentleman 
the amendment offered by the gentle- ple have worked absolutely shoulder to may proceed for 2- additional minutes. 
man from. Wisconsin [Mr. LAIRD]. . ' . shoulder with the beet growers in the The CHAIRMAN. Without objection; 

The ' amendment was agreed to. long time we have wo~ked on this b111. it is so ordered. 
Mr. DIXON •. Mr. Chairman, offer an Mr. DIXON. Now may I ask the gen- There ·was no objection. 

amendment. tleman to answer these two questions:- Mr. COOLEY. If I may finish· my 
The Clerk read as follows: Do the .beet· growers . cpnsider . that this statement, I appreciate the fact, · of 

section is essential to achieving the pur- · course, that we are here dealing with 
pose of this Sugar Act? what is ordinari}y a deficit crop. It is a 

Amendment offered ·br Mr~ DIXON to the 
committee amendment: On page 22, line 20, 
atrike out all of section 20 of the bill and 
renumber succeed.ing sections to conform. 

Mr·. DIXON . . Mr: Chairman, I am 
fully in accord with the bill and shall 

·support it, although I have this amend-' 
ment to offer. 

You have .seen the apprehensive look 
and expression on the faces of all of us 
·who come from the sugar· States, and 
even on the face ·of.our · dear colleague; 
the lady from Minnesota [Mrs. KNUT-· 
soN], because she is, worried because she 
sees the acute heed for the passage of 
this bill. I shall not say more about the 
urgency of this measure. · 

I want also to thahk our chairman 
and the committee for the fine work 
they have done on this bill. 

Oetting to the amendment, the pur
pose is to strike section 20 of the bill~. 
I shall read the first few lines that 
contain the gist of this section: 

The price of sugar beets and sugarcane, 
respectively, shall be supported at a lever 
of 90 percent of the parity price. 

I shall not read any more. That gives 
you the idea. This section 20 is foreign 
to the original purpose of the bill. The 
purpose of the bill as stated in the re- · 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman knows I deficit crop under all circumstances be.; 
am not in ·a prayer meeting. lam testi- cause·we do not pro.duce_all the sugar we 
fying for this bill. As far as I ani con- need and consume il). this country. But 
cerned, there are several other parts of · there is no pbjection that I can possibly 
this bill that 9ould be left out and· I see to having it in the law. But, if it is 
would still be happy. But as things ar~ · politically obnoxious to you, you have the 
today, I do not see any reason why this right to have the House decide that. - In 
section should not come out of the bill fairness to the gentleman's amelldment, 
just as we took the sections out a while I think t should point out that when the 

. ago. In other words, this 'bill has too amendment was offered in committee to 
much of an international flavor to come strike out this section, it failed by a tie 
out of an agricultural committee. I · vote of, I believe, 15 to 15. ~at, of 
have argued all the time~ and I think course,. 'shows that it is a controversial · 
with good reason, tha~ when we come issue . . I know·that the gentleman, even· 
to dividing up sugar, .and you will find with this provision in-the bill, voted to 
it in our repqrt- . report the bill favorably to the floor. 

Mr. DIXON. I refuse to yield further. Mr. DIXON .. Now, to go to the second' 
(By unanimous consent, Mr. DIXON question: Would you J:.tave any objection 

was permitted to proceed for 2 additional to · th~ removal of section 20 from the 
minutes.> bill? · ' . 

.Mr. BOGGS. May I say to the gen- Mr. COOLEY. Personally, I ·have no 
tleman that .I have always supported the objection, but I do not· think I can im-
90-percent-of-parity concept. However, prove on the answer made by the gentle
since the very inception of sugar legis- m.an from ·Loui~iana· CMr. Booosl to the 
lation that concept has never been in- gentleman: I believe in 90 percent of 
eluded for the obvious reason, as I see parity, and I do not like .'flexible price 
it, that sugar legislation, as the chair- supports. · ' · 
man of the committee and as the rank- .Mr. MORANO. ·Mr. Chairman, I ask 
ing minority member of the committee unanimous consent to extend my re• 
and other members of the committee marks at this point. 

• 
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Th.e CHAIRMAN. Is there objection. ployment inherent in the sugar industry, 
to the request of the gentleman from together with the fact that the grow.th 
Connecticut·? · · of the Cuban economy has not kept pace 
Ther~ was no objection, . with tne needs of a growing population, 
:Mr. MORANO. _ Mr. Chairman, prod· point up the necessity for greater .diver

ucts exported _ to Cuba_ are produced in sification of the Cuban economy wher
every sect.ion .of the· United ,States. The ever feasible. While the study mission 
Cuban market is vital to the continued did riot _have an opportunity to make a·n 
prosperity of ricegrowers and pro~~ssors extensive study of this question, the 
~n Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas, Missis- problem . was discussed with many 
sippi, and California, which :r;>roduce al- Cubans from all levels. The consensus 
most the entire United States rice crop. was that what is needed is a compre
Farmers in such States as Iowa, Illinois, hensive plan fqr economic development. 
Indiana, Ohio, Missouri, and Minnesota, But this cannot emerge unless the 
which rely on lard exports for a large Cubans themselves press forward on this 
part of their income, send their lard to problem at all fronts and can count on 
Cuba and other .countries. In 1951, Cuba United !States encouragement and sup
took nearly 15 percent of all the cotton port, both at the . governmental and 
manufactures exported from the United private-capital level. 
States, thus contributing to the prosper-, Mr. Chairman, the United States in re_
ity: of such textile-manufacturing States cent years has bought approximately 60 
as North . and South Carolina, Georgia, percent of Cuba's exports, and Cuba has 
Alabama, Virginia, Tennessee, Texas, bought approximately 75 percent of its 
Massachusetts, and Connecticut. The imports from the United States. 
United States sells to Cuba large quanti- Mr. Chairman, another factor which 
ties of iron, steel, and other metal prod-. must be considered in formulating a 
ucts, the export of which is important sound foreign policy toward Cuba is 
tp the economy of Michigan, Ohio, nu-· United States private investment in 
nois, Pennsylvania, New York, and New Cuba. American direct investments in 
Jersey. Cuba totaled $642.4 million at the-end of 

During July 1954, the Consolidated 1950 making Cuba the· fourth most im
Railroads of. Cuba placed a $i million portant country in the world for such 
order for 51 diesel electric locomotives United States investment, preceded only 
with the General Motors Electro-Motive by Canada, the United Kingdom, and 
division's plant near La Grange, Ill. The Venezuela. 
order, which is stated to be the largest It is estimated that United States in-· 
of its · J,cind receive.d by the division-for · direct or portfolio investments in Cuba 
export, is cited as an example of foreign totaled about $65 million at the end of 
trade helping to create mutual prosperity 1950. . 
for: both the United States and Cuba. -It As already .pointed out, 41 of Cuba's 
required the export of roughly -70,000 161 active sugar mills are owned and 
tons of raw cane sugar from Cuba to the· operated by American interests. These 
United States ·to make possible the $7 currently account for approximately 43 
million purchase of locomotives from the- percent of Cuba's sugar crop. United 
United States. Thousands of employees States interest is also substantial in elec· 
in the United States were provided with tric power,· radio and television, tele
work because of the interchange of loco- phone and telegrap~ systems, railroads, 
motives and sugar. and banks. 

The bnportant - point .which United Mr; Chairman, I . am opposed to this 
States foreign policy must take -into ac- bill and I hope it is defeated. This bill. 
count is that since Cuba pays for most changes the rules in the middle of the 
of its purchases of'United States exports game. . . · 
with the proceeds of its· sales of sugar to Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr: Chairman, I 
the United States, any reduction in the ofier a preferential motion. 
United St~tes quota for Cul;>an sugar will, The Clerk read as follows: 
by the very law of econo~ics, ·compel Mr. HAYS of Ohio move·s that the. commit-
Cubans to reduce their ·purchases of tee do now rise and report the-bill with the 
United states products, such as those recommendation that the enacting clause be 
enumerated above. Such a reduction on stricken ou~. · 
imports by Cuba would affect almost Mr. HAYS of Ohio, Mr. Chairman, 
every State of the Union. _ the Ohio district I have the honor to 

It should continue to· be our policy to represent in. this Congress is predom
encourage and assist Cuba in finding inantly a dairy district; ,t\s a matter of 
ways and means of reducing her depend-· · fact. dairying accounts for approxi· 
ence on sugar. This does not mean: mately 80 percent of the farm income of 
producing less sugar, but rather develop· -iny district. While asking your atten~ 
'ing additiqnal ent~rprises, by expanding · tion to speak on · the sugar bill, I feel i~ 
existing and creating new industries pro- only fair that I should associate milk and 
ducing sugar byproducts. This is of · sugar since I do not represent any sugar 
prime importance, because Cuba is beset growers directly. 
by a high degree of instability due to You are all .aware that in the past 3 
the nature of the-sugar industry. Every years there has been a great deal of un .. 
year there is a long dead season when justified criticism ~xpressed by the pub· 
most of the sugar workers are unem· lie, and by Members of this body, that 
ployed-and the capital equipment of the the American dairy farmer iS a recipient 
centrales remains idle. of undue Government subsidy in support 

During its extended trip through Cuba of his operation. 
the study mission was impressed. · with As you know, I have denied sticli 
the fact that most of the farms are dedi- charges, and with justification, consider· 
cated to one cro~ugar or tobacco or tng the- fact that the American dairy 
cattle or cofiee. The seasonal unem· farmer is the largest single segment of 

the Nation's agriculture: that annually 
he produces approximately 20 percent of 
the total gross farm income of the Na
tion;· that 1 out of every 15 people gain
fully employed .. in the United States, 
whether in industry or agriculture, works 
for the American dairy cow; that when 
we support the milk price of the Ameri:. 
can dairy_ farmer, we are supporting the. 
basic economic structure·of this Nation·: 
and that presently under the 75-percent 
support level declared by the present. 
Secretary of Agriculture, the American 
dairy farmer is today the worst . ofI of 
any segment of our agriculture. 

Today we are considering House bill 
7030 introduced by my distinguished col
league from North Carolina, the chair..; 
man of the House Agriculture Commit
tee, which concerns itself primarily with 
increasing the subsidy to the sugar grow
ers of the United States. I would point. 
out, to begin with, that the sugar grow
ers of this Nation, both beet and cane 
producers, are a very minor segment of 
the American agric.ultural economy. I 
would also point out that a~ of this mo
ment, despite the fact that they are pro
ducers of a deficit agricultural commodi
ty, they are one of the most highly sub.;. 
sidized segments of our economy.-

You will find in the report on this bill 
that the sugar growers are directly sup
ported by a $65 million subsidy. This 
amounts to a $40-an-acre subsidy for 
beet growers, a $29-an-acre subsidy · for 
the cane growers of Florida and Louisi
ana, and the astounding amount of $100 
an acre for the cane growers of Hawaii. 

I do not need to point out to you th-at 
comparatively these figures alone show 
a far higher subsidy than that accorded· 
the American dairy 'farmer. 

· However, this is only a partial report 
of the subsidy received by our .domestic 
sugar growers. In addition, they re
ceive an approximate 2.6-3-cents-a-pound 
subsidy in the form of taxes and tariffs 
that raise the price every American con
sumer pays for each single pound of 
sugar he uses. When this total of direct 
and indirect subsidy to a selected group 
of American agriculture is tabulated, 
you will find that the American con
sumer is paying an approximate $400 
million annually to subsidize a domestic 
sugar production that is now and aiways 
will be completely inadequate to meet 
domestiC needs. · 

Yet this bill 7030, which bears the 
name of my distinguished colleague from· 
North Carolina, .would further .increase· 
i .his hidden tax upon the American tax
payer by approximately $16 inillion an· 
nually in the course of · the life of this 
bill, ' 

Gentlemep, I must oppose this flnan· 
cial rape of the American consumer, and 
I would like to say in.closing that while, 
in opposing this measure, I want ~ pay 
great tribute to rny distinguished col
league from North Carolina in the iact 
that he was the author of, .and directed. 
through . this Congress, a bill which 
would raise the dairy-sup:Port level frofll 
75 to 80 percent of parity, I feel that, in 
supporting that increase, and I feel now, 
that such· action was taken in behalf of 
the general economic prosperity of the 
United States, while this bill would only 



12456 -CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-. HOUSE July 30 
add to consumer costs without aiding 
the general economy. 

I feel, in voicing my opposition to this 
sugar bill, that if we enact this measure 
we are simply subsidizing a selected 
group of farmers, not only at the ex
pense of the rest of the Nation's agri
culture, but also at direct cost to the 
American consumer and the American 
taxpayer. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the preferential motion. 

Mr. BASS of Tennessee. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield for me 
to ask a question of the gentleman from 
Idaho? · 

Mr. POAGE. I would be glad to have 
the gentleman ask the same question I 
have in mind. 

Mr. BASS of Tennessee. I would like 
to ask him. He did not have time to 
yield to me a moment ago. 

Mr. POAGE. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BASS of Tennessee. We had a 

little discussion here a minute ago, the 
gentleman from Utah [Mr. DIXON], my 
close friend-and we sat together on the 
committee all through this sugar bill. 
Let me ask him this question: Would 
the 90 percent parity provision in this 
bill increase or decrease the support 
price on sugar? 

Mr. DIXON. I do not believe it would 
change it. 

Mr. BASS of Tennessee. Does the 
gentleman mean he is not aware of the 
fact that beet sugar is now supported at 
93% percent of parity? 

Mr. DIXON. Ninety-three percent? 
Mr. BASS of Tennessee. That is true; 

and if this provision carries it will be 
carried at 90 c~nts, would it not? 

Mr. DIXON. No; I do not think it 
would change. 

Mr. BASS of Tennessee. That is what 
'the language says, 90 percent of parity. 

Mr, PO.AGE. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
yield further. 

I think it is absolutely clear to the 
House that the gentleman from Utah 
has come before us opposing a program 
to support beet sugar at 90 percent of 
parity when he is getting 93 % . per~ent 
of parity ~upport on all the beet su~ar 
that he has heretofore . produced. I 
wonder if his oppasition to this bill is 
based on such deep principles as have 
been suggested by some of the speakers, 
or if the fact that beet producers have 
heretofore done .,pretty. w.en made him 
unmindful of ~hat may ·happen in fu-
ture years. · . 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. POAGE. I yield. 
Mr. COOLEY. I am glad to have sugar 

get 93% percent of parity. 
. Mr, POAGE. Beet sugar is getting 

93 % percent of parity and has been for 
a good many years. Cane sµgar does 
not get so much. 

Mr. GROSS: Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? . 

Mr. POAGE. I yield. 
Mr. GROSS. Could that possibly be 

the reason why most of the Republicans 
voted originally against 90 percent of 
parity for the mid western farmers and 
other farmers? 

Mr. POAGE. I cannot tell the gen
tleman from Iowa why the western 

Republicans voted as they did. I am not 
going to pass judgment on why anybody 
voted. It is a fact that certain Mem
bers did vote against 90 percent of parity 
for cotton, peanuts, and for other com
modities. I know those same Members 
have been getting 93 % percent of parity 
for the products they told us are so im
portant to their area. I know when we 
propose to give them 90 percent of parity 
in this bill. Now they say it is all wrong. 

Mr. GROSS. They also invoked the 
law of supply and demand? 

Mr. POAGE. Yes; but they have been 
living under a completely controlled 
economy. They want the law of supply 
and demand for everybody else. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 
· Mr. POAGE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MARTIN. I would like to get this 
situation out in the open. I understood 
the gentleman from Utah was making 
this motion be·cause those of you on the 
Democratic side who wanted a sugar bill, 
realizing it had to come out, asked him 
to do it. 

Mr. POAGE. Let us be fair about 
that, Mr. Minority Leader. The gentle
man now occupying the well has never 
asked anybody to· take this out. He is 
for it, he has been for it always and he 
is now for it, and I do not want any 
insinuation made that I am not for the 
proposal in this bill. There has not been 
any agreement to take this out. 

Mr. MARTIN. Well, is that not a 
fact? 

Mr. POAGE. No; it is not a fact. 
Anybody who insinuates that this pres
el).t speaker has ever favored taking this 
out makes a misstatement. 
· Mr. MARTIN. I am not making any 
insinuation about the present speaker, 
out I say this gentleman is doing it be
cause those of you on the other side who 
wanted a sugar bill asked him to do it. 

Mr. POAGE. No. I was present when 
the gentleman from Utah sat in the com
mittee and voted 'to report this bill out 
with this provision in it. No; he is not 
offering this amendment because some
body on the other. side asked him to off er 
it. He offered it in committee and it 
was voted down, as the chairman said, 
by a close vote. He then voted for the 
bill with the amendment in tt. 

Mr. MARTIN. What was the conver
sation up in the Rules Committee? 

Mr. POAGE. I was not present in the 
Rules Committee. I do not know a thing 
in the world about any conversation in 
the Rules Committee. If the gentleman 
knows something · about a conversation 
in the Rules Committee, let him get time 
and tell the House about it. If the gen
tleman wants to tell this House some
thing, let him get time and tell this 
Hous.e what he understands about it. r 
was not present at any Rules Committee 
¥ieeting. I was not a party to any agree
ment. I am for 90 percent for any crop 
that is willing to submit to the necessary 
controls. 
. The CHAIRMAN: All time on the 
preferential motion has expired. The 
question is on the motion offered by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HAvsl. 

. The motion was rejected. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent .that all debate on 
the bill and all amendments thereto close 
in 20 minutes. 
· The CHAIRMAN: Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

Messrs. HAYS of Ohio, MATTHEWS, 
and JENNINGS objected. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that all debate on the bill and all amend
ments thereto close in 20 minutes. 
. The motion was agreed to. 

The- CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog. 
nizes the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. McCARTHY]. -

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, it 
is impossible to make in . 1 minute an 
adequate statement on this bill. I was 
a member of this committee when we 
extended the Sugar Act in 1951. I sup
ported the extension. I have examined 
the report on this bill, and I find it to 
be completely inadequate. I hope to 
support the bill on final passage. The 
House should be permitted to hear the 
case against certain . provisions of this 
bill and amendments .should be offered 
with some order. The chairman of the 
committee argues that we should accept 
this bill on faith as there is not sufficient 
time for explanation. We have a right 
to have an explanation of the bill. Since 
this is obviously not going to be granted 
I will support a motion to recommit. 
The present act does not expire until 
December 1956. We can act early next 
year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Minnesota has expired. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the time al
lotted me be yielded to the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. McCARTHY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman -from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? · 
Mr. McCARTHY. I yield to the 

gentleman from North Carolina. 
Mr. COOLEY. I only point out to the 

House that the Committee on Rules gave 
us 1 hour. I had 30 ·minutes, and I ex
plained that it was impossible within 30 
minutes, for me to explain this· bill and 
that the membership, of necessity, 
would have to . take it on faith. 

Mr. McCARTHY. And I am arguing 
that they should not: take it on faith. 

Mr. COOLEY. Did the gentleman 
come before this .committee that he used 
to serve on and tha't he has such a high 
regard for and express his views on this 
legislation? 

Mr. McCARTHY. I hoped to read the 
hearings to see what was going on . 

Mr. COOLEY. We had 1,300 pages of 
hearings, and the gentleman's name does 
not appear in the record. 

Mr. McCARTHY. I could scarcely 
get a chance to ask a question when I 
was a member of the committee. I 
scarcely expected better treatment as an 
outsider. 
- Mr. MORANO. Mr. Ch.airman, if the 

gentleman will yield., is it not true that 
there were no hearings so that you could 
read them? 

Mr. McCARTHY. rr'hat is correct. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Minnesota has expired. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania [Mr. KING]. 
Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Chairman, if the Dixon amendment is 
not accepted, we are here involved not 
only in a fight over the sugar bill, but a 
fight over the extension of the price-sup
port program to include another crop, 
and give the Government authority to 
pile up surplus sugar in storage. 

Before proceeding further I would like 
to ask the chairman of the committee, 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
CooLEY], whether he accepts the Dixon 
amendment. 

Mr. COOLEY. Do I accept it? 
Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. Does the 

gentleman accept it, yes or no? 
Mr. COOLEY. No. 
Mr. KING of Pennsylvania. We pro

ceed then with the assumption that when 
you vote for this bill you are voting for 
an extension of the price-support pro
gram to include a c6mmodity not pre
viously included and that the Govern
ment is going to start piling up sugar in 
storage and adding to that $1 million-a
day rental that we are paying. The 
sugar program in itself is a finely man
aged program for the sugar interests. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. COOLEY]. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I take 
this time to clear up 2 or 3 points. 
First as to what was said in the Com
mitt.ee on Rules. I am prompted to take 
·the :floor at this time because of the 
question propounded by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. MARTIN] to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. POAGE]. 
I stated frankly to the Committee. on 
Rules that the vote in the committee 
was 15 to 15 on this proposition, that I 
had no authority whatever from the 
committee to accept the amendmerit 
which would be o:ffered by the gentleman 
from Utah [Mr. DIXON]. I told the 
Committee on Rules that I understood 
the amendment would be introduced 
and would be voted upon in the House. 
The gentleman from · Colorado [Mr. 
HILL] thereupon said, "Mr. Chairman 
and members of the committee, I am 
quite certain that we will take this pro
vision out on the :floor of the House." 

I am not now in a position to speak 
for the committee. I still say that I 
believe that the provision now in the bill 
is good. But if Mr. DlxoN does not 
want it and others do not want it, that is 
up to the House to decide. But I am not 
in a position to accept it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
HILL]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I am happy 
to join our chairman concerning what 
went on in · the Committee on Rules. I 
would like to say this concerning this 
argument about 90 percent of parity 
that has been injected into the discus
sion on the fioor today, that that has 
nothing to do with it except for that 
little bit of overproduction that we would 
get above the line; because the gentle
man from North Carolina [Mr. COOLEY] 
in the preparation of this amendment 

said that all the sugar that was grown 
under the · provisions of this section, 
whatever the number is, would not be 
considered anyway. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. MATTHEWS]. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. Chairman, we 
shall be called upon soon to vote on the 
Dixon amendment, and I intend to vote 

· for that amendment because I believe it 
will help us get this sugar legislation 
that is desperately needed by our sugar 
growers. I think it is fair and reason
able legislation. 

I want to say a word in appreciation 
of the magnificent efforts of our dis
tinguished colleague, the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. POAGE], and the fight 
that he has made over the years for the 
great farm programs of this country and 
for our country. I want him to know 
that I have not retreated at all from my 
convictions concerning 90-percent price 
support on basic crops, but frankly, I feel 
that we ought to support the Dixon 
amendment in order to get this legisla
tion passed, and I shall so support it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SIMPSON]. , 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Chair
man, I merely wish to say that at the 
proper time I am going to off er a motion 
to recommit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog .. 
nizes the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. BOGGS]: . 

. Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Chairman, I regret 
the fact that this 90-percent fight has 
occurred on this bill. Everybody has had 
_to compromise on this legislation. This 
is not the bill any of us really wanted. 
Those of us who represent the areas in 
distress feel that it is not quite adequate. 
Nevertheless, it represents a tremendous 
amount of work on the part of the 
committee. 

The sugar producers have never had 
a 90-percent-of-parity concept in this 
legislation since its very beginning. It 
might be a very good thing to have, but 
I doubt that we can settle the matter 
at this time. 

Further, this legislation over ·a period 
of years has been bipartisan in nature. 
It has been passed by Republici;tn-con· 
trolled Congresses and Democratic-con· 
trolled Congresses. I hope we can con· 
tinue the legislation on a bipartisan 
basis, because it affects so many States 
in the Union. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog .. 
nizes the gentleman from Wyoming CMr. 
THOMSON]. 

Mr. THOMSON of Wyoming. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to associate myself 
with the remarks of the gentleman from 
Louisiana. I know we are all interested 
in working effectively to accomplish our 
work and adjourn. It is unfortunate 
that this controversy on which we have 
already spent so much time in this ses
sion should be injected into this bill. 
To bring up irrelevant side issues causes 
us to appear to take positions that I 
know we would not take in more con
sidered moments. I know the gentle
man from Texas would never be serious 
in complaining about our small sugar 

beet farmers getting 93.5 percent of 
parity after listening to the con
fiicting opinions that I have heard from 
him on the :floor of the House. We 
certainly get confused when we try 
to apply the same reasoning to totally 
incompatible problems. I think it is 
obvious on the surface that the situation 
pertaining to the principal basic com
modities and the situation that pertains 
to sugar in the United States are not 
comparable for the simple reason that in 
the case of most of the basics, we have a 
surplus raised in the United States over 
what is consumed in the United States; 
whereas in the case of sugar, we are 
dealing with a commodity where our 
domestic production is approximately 
one-half of our consumption. I voted 

· in favor of flexible price supports. Be
fore doing so, I tried to give honest con
sideration to the other proposals. My 
vote was based on what _I believe to be 
in the best interest of the American 
farmer and the American economy in 
general. I am confident that others, 
who voted otherwise, to a large measure, 
voted because of similar convictions. I 
certainly respect the opinions of those 
who disagree with me, and only time 
will tell which of us is correct. Certainly 
this committee should and will consider 
this legislation on its merits, and on the 
basis of what is best for the American 
farmer, the American economy and the 
American public without permitting the 
legislation to be prejudiced by side issues. 

Let me state that my constituents and 
myself are extremely interested in a self
ish way in the basic crop which is of 
greatest concern: Of course, I refer to 
wheat. Reference has been made to the 
livingroom approach in connection with 
the restrictions on imports by quotas. 

.If the approach with regard to sugar is 
a livingroom approach, then certainly 
our policy as to wheat, in which my con
stituents are also.directly interested, and 
most of the other basic commodities, is 
that of a closed-door policy. With cer
tain limited exceptions, we permit no 
importations, and this is as it should be, 
for we are raising presently in the United 
States more of these commodities than 
we can consume. 

Considerable comment has been made 
about the awful subsidy attached to this 
program. This, in my humble opinion, 
.is not a subsidy in the sense that the 
word is commonly used in America to
day, but is a production payment made to 
the American producer in lieu of tari:ff. 
.I think all of us must agree that the 
.American producer cannot pay high 
wages or other high costs of production, 
nor can we in America continue to ad· 
vance our standard of living, and still 
compete with foreign producers, whether 
we produce sugar, automobiles, bicycles, 
textiles, cotton, wool, livestock, toys, oil, 
coal, or almost any other commodity that 
you can think of. The Sugar Act took 
us from the high taritf s to the quota pro
cedure, with payments to growers, prf .. 
marily to benefit Cuba. The whole sugar 
problem is a tariff problem, and not a 
price-support problem. Just as a further 
example, some m~mbers of this commit
tee and myself have common interest 
in the livestock industry. We take great 
pride that our livestock producers have 
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refused to seek price supports~ On the 
other hand, if we were to suddenly throw 
open the Mexican border and C:rop all 
barriers to importation of Argentine beef, 
it would be but a short time before do~ 
mestic industry· was completeJy demora
lized. I can continue to draw similar 
parallels with other commodities. The 
facts show that the sugar program has 
not operated to the .detriment of the 
consumer, but rather to his benefit. 

In connection with the problem as to 
basic commOdities, may I alsd point out 
that this revision of the Sugar Act will 
help to solve some of the problems per
taining to acreage cuts on the basic com
modities. I know of instances in my 
own State where the reason that some of 
our veterans, who have been on projects 
far long enough to have ~cquired a sugar 
history since World War II, but have not, 
is caused mainly because they could grow 
certain basic commodities, at a guaran
teed price, with less investment and less 
work. By permitting them to grow 
sugar beets now, we will ease the pain 
as far as the acreage restrictions are 
concerned on wheat; not only on them, 
but on other wheatgrowers in other dis
tricts. 

It has been inferred that we cannot 
ease off on acreage controls every time 
we feel a pinch, or we will have a cha
otic farm program. This might be true 
generally, but we certainly can increase 
the acreage allotments on sugar when 

. we have a crop which we do not domesti

. cally produce in surplus, and when we 
· can do so without taking it away from 
anyone else, as I will subsequently point· 
out. I should also like to mention that 
during my short service in Congress, I 
have had occasion to vote for acreage 
increases for the small tobacco producer, 
rice producer, cotton farmer, and, I be
lieve, peanut farmer, even though these 
are crops in which there is a domestie 
surplus. Certainly it is not fair to inf er 
that there is no compassion in our souls 

· for others while we ask special privileges, 
when all we are asking is for a share in 
the growth of America for our sugar pro
ducers and are willing to give and pay 

· higher domestic prices in order to main
tain our American standard of living, 
and so forth, with regard to the entire 
domestic consumption of other com
modities. 

I was somewhat amazed by the sweep
ing statements made before the House 
Agriculture Committee by representa
tives of some domestic industries, who 
apparently felt that they were best serv
ing their own interests by suggesting 
that everything should be biven to the 
foreign interests: In connection with 
this, I should like to compliment and 
thank the representatives of foreign in
terests other than Cuba for the very fair 
and fine statements which they made. I 
certainly hope that they shall be given 
favorable consideration for a greater 
share in the foreign quota. As concerns 
domestic interests, who made statements 
to the opposite effect, I would again like 
to point out that they cannot, over the 
long haul, compete with lower labor and 
other production costs in foreign coun
tries any better than can the American 
sugar producers. Within the last few 

days, I have received a letter from one 
. of my constituents wanting to know why 
he could not buy truck tractors from 
Canada without paying a 10 percent 
duty. I could very well use a new car. 
I might very well be driving an Italian 
Fiat, or a German Volkswagen, or ·a 
British Austin, if we were to remove the 
10 percent duty. I am not suggesting 
that this be done, because I believe in 
preserving the American standard of liv
ing and protecting the American worker 
and businessman, but I might suggest 
that the same consideration be given our 

·sugar farmers, laborers, and business
men. I have some figures available, if 
anyone is interested, on what the small 
population in Wyoming alone buys in 
some of these commodities. Certainly 
if our economy is strong, the ability of 
the domestic market to purchase must 
be preserved. It is rather interesting 

· to note that one of the companies whose 
representative appeared before this 
committee minimizing the importance of 
the domestic producer only very · re
cently contacted me in an ' entirely dif
ferent vein. The State which I repre
sent was thinking of going into a 
machine accounting system. The local 
representative of this company ap
proached me with the request that I 
speak to the governor about giving his 
company an opportunity to be consid
ered. At that time,. I was led to believe 
that this was a ·very important piece of 

·business to the company· generally. May 
I remind this company that a good por
tion of the taxes that must be raised to 
pay for these machines, when and if they 
are bought, must come from Wyoming 
sugar beet producers and others directly 
and indirectly connected with the in
dustry. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge that we defeat 
the preferential motion. I urge that we 
pass the Dixon amendment. The de.:. 
bate·as to high rigid or flexible price sup
ports for basic commodities that has 
already become repetitious has nothing 
to do with this bill. This is not a 
question of price supports paid from 
the Treasury for crops produced in this 
country in excess of the total needs of 
the country. This is a tariff problem. 
The payment made is a production pay
ment in lieu of tarift' under a system 
established for the benefit or · the for
eign producer. Not so long ago I re
ceived a wire from my Farm Bureau 
organization for which I have the high .. 
est regard suggesting that I should op
pose guaranteeing 50 percent of the 
shipping to American ships. I notified 
them that I could not do that because of 
the principles in which I believe. I be
lieve that we must preserve the American 
standard of living, whether it be for our 
sailors, who must support their families 
here in America, or it be for our sugar
beet farmers and those who labor in our 
sugar industry. I suggest to you that 
the identical principle involved in the 
shipping amendment is involved in this 
bill. As I recall, the vote in favor of 
protecting American shi'pping was al
most unanimous. I suggest to you that 
this bill should receive the same treat
ment after adoption of the Dixon amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
P0AGE]. 

<By unanimous consent, Mr. JENNINGS 
and Mr. JONES of Missouri yielded the 
time allotted them to Mr. POAGE.) 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, I am 
sorry some of our Members seem to be 
so disturbed and so afraid of what may 
happen to them. I am not afraid of the 
threats that have been made-here about 
killing the sugar bill. I do not thillk 
many Members would kill the sugar bill, 
least of all the very people who are mak
ing the threats about killing it. They 
have no ·intention of killing the sugar 
bill, yet they tell us that because this 
sugar bill has the 90-percent-of-parity 
provision in it, that that endangers the 
passage of the bill and we ought to run 
and hide somewhere because perchance 
they will kill the bill if we do not take 
out the 90-percent-of-parity provision. 
If they are really afraid that the bill is 

·going to be defeated why did they not 
accept it as reported by the committee? 
I submit these people who claim to be 
so deeply ·concerned are the ones who 
were willing to jeopardize the bill with 
an amendment. 

Let us see what this 90-percent-of
parity does. It is put in the bill simply 
because many of us thought that we 
ought to give to sugar as fair treatment 
as we give to any other commodity. We 
do not want to discriminate against 
sugar. We hate to see discrimination 
in favor of sugar. We think it ought to 
be treated as fairly as cotton, peanuts, 
wheat, or tobacco. Ninety percent, yes, 
that is a fair basis. We ask it for our 
commodities. We oft'er it to others. 

This 90-percent-of-parity provision 
does a whole lot more than simply estab- · 
.lis~ the principle. Some people seem tO 
think it simply establishes the principle, 
but that is far from all it does. We are 
taking care of the State of Florida with 
this 90 percent provision. We are taking 
care of the State of Louisiana. Those 
States have now a surplus of .sugar. The 
Representatives from Florida stood on 
this floor and told you that. They can
not sell. It is grown on allotted acres. 
You pass this bill without this 90-percent 
provision and you still are going to have 
.a surplus and your farmers are not go
ing to be able to dispase of their sugar 
this coming year. 

You pass this legislation with this 
provision in it and every pound of sugar 
you grow on allotted acres by your 
farme:rs will get 90 percent of parity, not 
only this year but in the future. Turn 
to . California. You have at least one 
mill shut down in California right this 
moment because they cannot sell their 
supply of sugar. Pass this bill with the 
90-percent provision in it and every bit 
of that sugar will be taken up and the 
farmers of California will be able to get 
contracts and sell their sugar this com
ing year and in future years. 

It is simple enough. Do· you want a 
bill that is going to take care of all the 
farmers of America? There is not one 
sugar farmer in my district and not one 
of them in my State. But. I do want to 
be fair with them. If you want to run 
out on your own farmers, that i's your 
privilege. Remember, they are your 
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farmers and not mine. But I would sug
gest that if they were my farmers, l 
would be trying to see that they get the 
kind of coverage that the cotton farmer 
gets. I would be trying to see that they 
get the same fair treatment that the 
tobacco farmers get. I would be trying 
to see that they had an opportunity to 
dispose of their sur.plus sugar, and this 
bill, as it is now written, gives them that. 
This bill as it stands offers that protec
tion. If this amendment is carried there 
will be no sale for their surplus sugar. 

(By unanimous consent, at the request 
of Mr. DAWSON of Utah, the time allotted 
to hi_m was granted to Mr. DIXON.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
DIXON). 

Mr. DIXON. The gentleman from 
Texas argued this 90-percent idea on the 
basis of a~alogy. This form of argument 
is only fair where the situati'ons are sim
ilar but where they are entirely differ..; 
ent, it is the weakest form of argument. 
Sugar is nothing like wheat, cotton, and 
rice. Wheat, cotton, and rice are pro
duced in surplus. We produce more than. 
we can consume. Sugar, on the other 
hand, is not produced in surplus. We 
must buy and import 3,800,000 tons each 
year or 47 percent of what we consume. 
Our domestic producers need an addi-. 
tional quota of 100,000 to 188,000 tons. 
Instead of plac;Jng this under loan, hav
ing it pass into Government hands at 
great cost and having it depress our 
market, as section 20 would have us do, 
all we rieed to do is to import that much, 
less sugar from foreign countries ancl our 
troubles are over. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, leaders of both 
the beet and cane producers just testified 
that section 20 is not necessary and that 
they have no objection to taking it out. 
Even our esteemed chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture testified to the 
same effect. Why then should we not 
support my amendment and delete sec
tion 20? , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Oliio [Mr. 
HAYS.J. 

Mr. HAYS .of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Utah [Mr. DrxoNJ four questions which 
he can answer by saying yes or . no. 

First. Is wool an important commodity 
in Utah? 

The answer is "Yes"-I will answer 
for the gentleman from Utah. . 

Second. Sugar is an important com
modity in Utah. Since you do not seem 
to want to ~nswer the question, I will 
answer that that is true. . 

Third. Wool is supported by 105 per
cent of parity. Sugar by 93 percent of 
parity. 

Now I come to the $64 question: Has 
the Secretary of Agriculture from Utah 
ever said anything about cutting theni 
below 90 percent of paritY,? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog
nizes the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
HARRISON). 

M'r. HARRISON of Nebraska. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to support this legis
lation since the amendments have been 
offered, and evidently will be passed. I 
want to make it as simple as I can. It 
seems to me we have been talking about 
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a complicated situation. We are talk
ing about 135,000 tons of sugar each 
year, and thans·the increased consump
tion in this country created by the . in
crease in population. At the present 
time, Cuba is getting that increased con..: 
sumption in this particular bilt Now 
we are going to take it away from 
Cuba. I think if we wanted to be fair 
we would give it to our domestic pro
ducers. The reason the bill is before us 
at the present time is because our do
mestic producers are in trouble. Since 
we are trying to take care of them, I do 
not think we have gone near far enough 
to take care of our domestic producers. 
I was in Washington last winter. They 
have 1,200,000 acres of land coming into 
production_ out there and they want to 
raise some sugar beets. I say that we 
should go further in taking care of our 
domestic producers. _ 

The CllAIRMAN. The gentleman 
. from Florida [Mr. CRAMER] is recognized. 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I have 
received many letters in the last few 
weeks from· many areas in the State of 
Florida. There has been considerable 
concern shown over the surplus cane
sugar condition that exists in my State, 
in which I am very much interested. 

I am pleased that on page 7 of the re
port that the maitter of surplus has been 
at least partially worked out and that it 
has been agreed that 100,000 tons will be 
purchased this year by the Govern
ment through ICA to help alleviate that 
situation. 

I want to compliment the committee 
on the manner in which it has attempted 
to work out and compromise this 
problem. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from California [Mr. JOHNSON] is recog
nized. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I have been familiar with this 
program for 13 years, and the program 
itself has been in effect for 21 years. 
The proof of the pudding is that it has 
stabilized the prjce of sugar. 

I may be pardoned, I hope, by telling 
you my own experience with the cost of 
sugar. I was married in 1920. My wife 
and I started housekeeping in .May 1920. 
My bride was shocked when she went to 
the grocery store to buy some sugar and 
to be confronted with the statement of 
the clerk that the cost was 32 cents a 
pound. I merely mention this personal 
experience -because it illustrates what 
could happen to sugar when the price is 
not controlled. 

In 1934 the first Sugar Act was passed. 
Since that time the price has not varied 
very much. For the past 10 years it has 
varied from 8 to 10 cents a pound. Every 
home will be benefited by this legislation. 

In my district are now two sugar re
fineries. In the district I first repre
sented-Third of California-I had four 
sugar refineries. · The sugar made in 
those refineries was beet sugar. The 
sugar industry in my district is a large 
industry. I am proud of the beet grow
ers and those who operate- the refiner
ies and have supported their program 
during my entire service in Congress, 
and expect to continue to do so as long 
as I am a Member of Congress. 

This bill is a most constructive bill, 
and I have no doubt that it will pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. HoPE] is ' recognized. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, this is a 
program which has been in effect for 21 
years. I do not think we have had any 
farm program that has been as success
ful as the sugar program. It has oper
ated under ·a price formula which was 
entirely different from the 90-percent 
support provision which ·relates to the 
basic commodities. 

To adopt the 90-percent amendment 
would not have any effect that I can 
see upon this .legislation because we still 
leave in the bill section 201, which is the 
pricing formula of this legislation. · It 
would be just as necessary and just as 
cumbersome I think to leave this 90-per
cent formula in the bill as it would be 
to put a fifth wheel on an ·automobile; it 
is not needed; there is no justification 
for it, and I think we ought to vote it 
down. 

The CHAIRMAN. _ The gentleman 
from California [Mr. HAGEN] is recog
nized. 

Mr. HAGEN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to. 
commend the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. COOLEY], and the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. Po~GE], who in my 
opinion are two of the most outstanding 
members of this body. 

I want to say first that the concept of 
90 percent of parity involves a whole 
structure of supporting laws which have 
not heretofore been provided for sugar 
and are not supplied by this bill. No 
outside expert testimony was taken with 
respect to ·such laws necessary to the 
application of the 90-pereent concept to 
sugar. The inclusion of this concept 
in the sugar bill was very hastily consid
ered and for that reason the Dixon 
amendment should be adopted. 

Furthermore t wish to say that the 
basic impact of this bill is the question 
of which producers will secure the larg .. 
est participation ·in an admitted pro
gram of subsidization. Are you going 
to permit the domestic producer to se
cure a larger share of the subsidy, or are 
you going to· let that subsidy go increas
ingly abroad? That is the basic question 
posed by this bill. I am certain that the 
membership will overwhelmingly agree 
that our United States producers are en
titled to a fair share of that subsidy by 
a fair degree of participation in the 
growth of our sugar consumption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired, 
all time on this amendment has expired. 

The question is on th~ amendment of
fered by the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
DIXON] to the committee amendment. -

. The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. MORANO) 
there were-ayes 123, noes 37. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAffiMAN. The question is on 

the committee amendment as amended. 
The committee · amendment as 

amended was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 

Committee rises. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the Chair, 
Mr. SIKES, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the . 
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Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
<H. R. 7030) to amend and extend the 
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended, and for 
other purposes, pursuant to House Reso
lution 328, he reported this bill back to 
the House with an amendment adopted 
by the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the 
previous question is ordered. · 

The question is on the amendment. 
Mr. POAGE. Mr. ·speaker, I ask for 

a separate vote on the Dixon amend-
ment. · 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman 
want a division? 

Mr. MARTIN. I suggest to the Chair 
that we have gone beyond the point 
where he may ask for a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair will 
be liberal with Members. Does the 
gentleman ask for a division? 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a 
separate vote on the Dixon amendment. 

The SPEAKER. That is exactly what 
the Chair put. 

Mr. POAGE. There were three 
amendments adopted. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, was not 
the Dixon 'amendment, and the other 
amendments, amendments to the com
mittee amendment? In that situation 
can we have a separate vote on either 
one of the amendments without having a' 
vote on the committee amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule any'.. 
one may demand a separate vote on the 
whole amendment or on an amendment 
to the committee amendment. 
~ Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
like to differ with the Speaker, but the 
gentleman from North Carolina, in my 
opinion, is correct in the statement that 
the amendment of the gentleman from 
Utah is an amendment to the committee 
amendment, and, therefore, all we have 
before us is the committee amendment, 
as amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like 
to read part of the rule to the gentle
man. It states: 

The Committee shall rise and report the 
bill back to the House with such amend
ments as may have been adopted, and any 
Member may demand a -sepa,rate vote in the 
House on any of the amendrrtents adopted in 
the Committee of the Whole to the blll or 
committee substitute. 

The amendment of the gentleman 
from Utah is an amendment adopted in 
the Committee of the Whole to the com
mittee substitute. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, that 
amendment. disappeared when we 
adopted the committee amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Well, that is what 
the special rule provides. 

Mr. MARTIN. The special rules are 
getting awfully tough around here. 

The SPEAKER. They are not any 
tougher than the job of the present occu
pant of the Chair. 

The question is on the so-called Dixon 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DIXON of Utah 

to the committee amendment: On page 22, 

line 20, strike out all of section · 20 of the 
bill and renumber the succeeding sections. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendment. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the committee substitute as amended. 
The committee substitute, as amended, 

was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak
er, I offer a motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman op
posed to the bill? 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. I am, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re
port the motion to recommit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois moves that the bill 

H. R. 7030, be recommitted to the Committe~ 
on Agriculture. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion to recommit. 

Mr. MORANO. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 
The motion to recommit was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the passage of the bill. 
· Mr. MORANO. Mr.' Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and .nays were refused. 
The question was taken; and on a divi

sion (demanded by Mr. JONES of Mis
souri) there were-ayes 194, nays · 44. 

So the bill was passed. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 
Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members de
siring to do so may hav·e 5 legisiative 
days to revise and extend their remarks. 

The SP;EAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

JANE EDITH THOMAS 
Mr. ·WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill <H. R. 7588) for 
the relief of Jane Edith Thomas~ 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, Jane 
Edith Thomas shall be held and considered 
to have been lawfully admitted to the United 
States for permanent residence as of the 
date of the enactment of this act, upon pay
ment of the required visa fee. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: "That section 301 (a) (7) of the Im
migration and Nationality Act, commonly re
ferred to as the McCarran-Walter Act, shall 
be held and considered to be applicable to 
Jane Edith Thomas, the daughter of Leslie 
F. Thomas, a United States citizen." 

. Mr. SCHENCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
lJ.nanimous 'consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there obfection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCHENCK. Mr. Speaker, a week 

ago last Thursday, on July 21, the Day
ton Daily News, of Dayton, Ohio, brought 
a matter to my attention that has since 
received almost nationwide publicity 
through the wire services, newspapers, 
radio stations, ·and television stations. 
This })as happened because of the nat
ural interest and concern by people 
everywhere in matters which atiect small 
children, and also because of the circum~ 
stances surrounding this situation. As a 
result, I have received many letters, tele
grams, and personal messages urging me 
to take every necessary corrective and 
proper step to resolve this problem. 

Here, Mr. Speaker, is a resume of what 
has happened to cause such warm
hearted concern. 

Leslie Francis Thomas was born in 
Russell, Ky., in 1931. He became a sol
dier and was ·sent overseas. In 1950, 
while stationed in the then free city of 
Trieste, he married an ltalian girl. A 
year· later, their daughter, Janie, was 
born in a .United States Army hospital in 
Trieste. Mr. and Mr. Thomas were told 
that their daughter would be an Ameri
can citizen because her father had been 
bor:h and raised in the United States and 
also because his daughter was born in a 
United States Army hospital over which 
the fiag of the United States was flown. 
This, it seems, was further confirmed. be
cause when Thomas was returned to the 
United States, in March 1952, he brought 
his wife and daughter, Janie, carrying 
an American passport issued by the 
Ameri~an consul in Venice, Italy. 

Mr. Thomas was mustered out, but 
reenlisted and was assigned to Fort Dix, 
N. J. In June 1952 he received a letter 
from the United States consul in Ven
ice which stated in part: 

At the time of the birth of Jane Edith 
Thomas, you had not resided in the United 
States for a period sumcient to bring your 
case under the provisions of section 201 (G) 
of the Nationality Act of 1940. 

The letter went on to say that "the 
already issued passport is disapproved" 
and explained that: ' 

Section 201 (G) provides that children 
born overseas to an American citizen and a. 
foreign national are automatically United 
States citizens if the American parent has 
had 10 years of residence in the United 
States, at least 5 of which were after attain
ing the age of 16 years. 

Private Thomas had not lived in the 
United States 5 years after becoming 16 
years of age because he was just 20 years 
old when Janie was born. 

All of this didn't make sense to Private 
Thomas and he ignored the letter. After 
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all, he was a bona fide American citizen, 
he had served in the United States Army 
and he had reenlisted, all because of his 
devotion to his country. He just could 
not make himself believe that a respon
sible official of our Government would 
raise such a technical point against the 
citizenship of his daughter and against 
the properness of her remaining in the 
United States. He thought American 
Immigration and State Department of
ficials had more important duties and 
that they would not becoine overly con
cerned about his baby daughter. But 
he did not reckon with the great lengths 
to which some will go to observe every 
little technicality. 

Private Thomas was sent overseas 
again in September 1952-this time to 
Germany. His wife and baby daughter, 
Janie, went to New York to live with rela
tives to await his return from overseas 
duty. Thirteen months later his wife 
sent him the frantic word: 

Janie had been served with a warrant for 
arrest as an alien and ordered to appear at _a 
deportation hearing on November 5, 1953, at 
Ellis Island. · 

At the hearing their little two-year
old daughter was charged with illegal 
entry and was paroled to her mother 
who became a naturalized citizen soon 
thereafter. The friendly American Red 
Cross had assisted Mrs. Thomas by se
curing the assignment of an attorney 
to help her in this very trying time. 

The entire matter was then held in 
abeyance until Private Thomas returned 
to the United States in June 1954. After 
his discharge from the Army, he and his 
family moved to Dayton, Ohio, which is 
located in ·-the Third Congressional Dis
trict of Ohio. Mr. Thomas was told that 
he could take Janie to Canada and could 
qring her back on an "immigrant visa" 
and, of course, he has had to make 

.monthly parole reports on Janie. He was 
also advised that he had until September 
30, 1955, to complete arrangements to 
have Janie readmitted to the United 
States on an immigrant visa. Naturally, 
Mr. Thomas resented all this deeply be
cause he felt all this reflected upon his 
baby daughter, Janie, and Mrs. Thomas, 
a recently naturalized citizen of her 
chosen country, and could not under
stand how the laws of our Nation would 

·· make such a seemingly unnecessary de-
mand upon them. -

When I learned this story, Mr. Speaker, 
I was deeply concerned and determined 
to do all I could properly do to assist 
this little girl and her family in this 
problem. 

I found the Immigration and State 
Department officials both friendly and 
cooperative. They were willing to do 
anything they properly could witllin the 
scope of their authority to assist the 
Thomas family. They suggested that ar
rangements could be completed in ad
vance with the friendly cooperation of 
Canadian officials so that Janie could 
be taken into Canada and immediately 
admitted back into the United States 
on an "immigrant visa." T.tiis, it was 
stated, however, still left the citizenship 
of Janie undetermined while she com
pleted the necessary arrangements to 
become a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. Thomas, however, had several 
objections to that procedure. He felt 
that it was entirely unnecessary and he 
still had faith and confidence in his 
native United States that some other 
and better way would be found. He also, 
as an industrial worker, felt, .Mr. 
Speaker, that he could not afford to lose 
the time from his work or spend the 
money necessary for the trip especially 
in view of his anticipated expenses in 
corinection with the expected arrival of 
another child. 

Upon studying the matter with earnest 
care, Mr. Speaker, and talking it over 
fully with my good friend and colleague, 
the distinguished gentleman from Penn
sylvania, Congressman FRANCIS WALTER, 
I found there is another and proper way. 

I need not remind the Members of 
Congress, Mr. Speaker, that our col
league, Congressman WALTER, is well rec
ognized among us as the outstanding 
authority and expert on all matters of 
immigration and that as chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Immigration of the 
House Committee on the Judiciary, he 
is always ready and willing to be of every 
proper assistance. Neither do I need to 
remind our colleagues, Mr. Speaker, that 
Congressman WALTER takes a warm
hearted interest in the problems of his 
colleagues and is always very helpful. 

As the result of our discussion, Mr. 
Speaker, I introduced H. R. 7588, a bill 
for the relief of Jane Edith Thomas, on 
Monday, July 25, 1955. Because of his 
deep interest and desire to be helpful, 
Mr. Speaker, Congressman WALTER ob
tained the approval of not only his sub
committee but also the approval of the 
full Committee on the Judiciary, after 
the bill was properly amended on Thurs
day, July 28. Then through the helpful 
consideration of my good friend, the 
majority leader, Congressman JOHN Mc
CORMACK, and with your gracious per-

. mission, Mr. Speaker, H. R. 7588 appears 
today on the final Private Calendar of 
this session of the House. It is my sin
cere hope, Mr. Speaker, that this legis
lation to assist Janie Thomas will be 
unanimously approved at this time so 
that it can be presented to the Senate 
immediately in the sincere hope that it 
will also be ·approved in that body with
out delay. This will make a veteran of 
our United States Army, Leslie Thomas, 
his wife, their daughter, their Congress
man, and many interested people 
throughout the Nation happy and con
vinced all over again that the United 
States is the greatest Nation in the world 
and that it does have a heart that is 
warm toward the needs of its people. It 
will renew the faith of people, if that 
is at all necessary, because it will show 
to the world that even in the rush of 
the final hours of a session of Congress, 
we can and will take the time to be of 
human service. 

I cannot close these comments, Mr. 
Speaker, without pointing out to my 
colleagues here and the Nation as a 
whole, that this trying situation came 
about as the result of a provision in the 
Nationality Act of 1940. It was my 
privilege. Mr. Speaker, as a Member of 
the 82d Congress in 1952, to vote for. the 
McCarran-Walter Act and to also vote 
to override a Presidential veto so that 

this legislation could be enacted into law. 
It is under the provisions of this McCar
ran-Walter Immigration Act, Mr. 
Speaker, that this corrective action is 
possible here today. It is also most 
heart-warming, Mr. Speaker, to know 
that not only will Jane Edith Thomas be 
properly admitted to these United States 
when H. R. 7588 becomes a law with the 
signature of President Eisenhower, but 
that also, Mr. Speaker, she will be imme
diately endowed at the same time with 
all the rights and privileges of full citi
zenship in these great United States. 

I am deeply indebted to all who have 
had a part in making the consideration 
of H. R. 7588 possible today, and I urge 
its adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the committee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

DISTRIBUTION OF CERTAIN MON
EYS TO MEMBERS OF KAW TRIBE 
OF INDIANS 
Mr. BELCHER .. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent for: the immediate 
consideration of the bill <S. 2197) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to distribute equally to ' members of the 
Kaw Tribe of Indians certain moneys 
to the credit of the tribe in the United 
States Treasury. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 

the Interior is authorized and directed to dis
tribute eqµally among the members of the 
Kaw Tribe of Indians whose names appear 
on the roll prepared pursuant to the act of 
July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. 636), and the persons 
who were allotted under the Act of April 29, 
1922 ( 42 Stat. 1589) , all funds on deposit 
in the Treasury of the United States to the 
credit of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians, 
including funds appropriated by the Act of 
April 22, 1955 (69 Stat. 28), for the payment 
of . a judgment against the United States. 
Tlie share of any deceased member shall be 
distributed among his heirs or devisees. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time was read the third time and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider -was laid on 
the table. 

KOREAN WAR ORPHANS 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
- unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of . the bill (S. 2312) for 
the relief of certain Korean war or
phans. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, for the purposes 

o! sections 101 (a) (27) (A) and 205 of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, Joseph 
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Han Holt, Mary _Chae Holt, ~elen Chan Holt. 
Paul Kim Holt, Betty Rhee Holt, and Nath~n
ial Chae Holt shall be held and considered to 
be .the natural-born alien children pf Harry 
and Bertha Holt. citizens of the Uni_t~d 
States. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time. was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. -

CONVEYANCE -OF REAL PROPERTY 
TO ANNISTON, ALA. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table th,e bill <H. R. 46) to au
thorize the conveyance to the city of An
niston. Ala., of certain real property 
within Fort McClellan, Ala., with a Sen
ate amendment thereto. and concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend

ment. as follows: 
Resolved, That the bill from the House of 

Representatives (H. R. 46) entitled "An act 
to authorize the conveyance to the city of 
Anniston, Ala., of certain real property with
in Fort McClellan, Ala.," do pass with the 
following amendments: 

( 1) Page 1, line 3, strike out "after" and 
insert "if." _ 

(2) Page l, line 10, strike out "cemetery" 
and insert: "municipal." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? . 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendment was co_n-

curred in. · 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

STEAMSHIP "LA GUARDIA'' 
Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent for the immediate 
·consideration of the joint · resolution 
CS. J. Res. 91) to authorize the Secretary 
of Commerce to sell the steamship La 
Guardia. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the joint resolution, 

as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate, etc., That (a) the 

Secretary of Commerce is her.eby authorized 
· during a peri<>d of 6 months after the enact
ment of this act, to sell the steamship La 
Guardia and the materials and equipment 
heretofore removed from the ve$Sel and held 
1n storage by th~ Maritime Administration, 
on an "as is, where ls" basis to the Hawa11an 
Steamship Co., Ltd., -subject to the provi
sions of this act and such terms and condi· 
tions not contrary hereto as the Secretary · 
may prescribe. The sales price of the _ vessel 
(including all its furnishings, furniture, 
equipment, and spare parts whether held 
aboard or on shore), shall be ts,950,000 . . The 
sales price shall be su~ject to depreciation 
computed at the rate o:f 5 percent per annu1n 
tor the periOd commencing with the date 
or enactment of this act and ending with 
the date of execution of the contract of sale 
of the steamship La Guardia hereunder. 
such sale shall be made upon a condition 
and agreement that the pmchaser recondt
.tion ~h-~ vessel satisf~c~ory ~o ~he Secreta.ry 

of Commerce in a domestic shipyard fo_r 
passenger service~ . 

(b) The Secretary of Commerce, upon~!?
plication by the Hawaiian Steamship Co .• 
Ltd., purchaser of th~ steamship La Guardia 
hereunder, upon determination that such 
action ·may be taken without prejudice to 
the Department of commerce, Maritime Ad
ministration operations, is authorized to 
release to such purchaser such . additional 
furnishings, furniture, _ and equipment now 
held by the Maritime Administration, as he 
may determine are necessary to equip t~e 
steam.ship La Guardia for the passenger 
trade, with payment by the purchaser of an 
amount equal to 25 percent of the estimated 
original acquisition cost of such furnishings, 
furniture, and equipment as determined by 
the Secretary of Commerce. 

( c) The purchaser hereunder_ may be per
mitted, entirely at his own expense and risk, 
to inspect the steamship La Guardia and 
to move such vessel, upon conditions ap
proved by the Secretary of Commerce, to 
drydock and inspect the underwater sur
faces. 

( d) Such sale shall be on the basis of the 
payment of not less than 25 percent of the 
sales price of the vessel at the date of the 
execution of such sales contract, with bal
ance paya-ble in approximately equ!).l annual 
installments, the first of which sha,ll be ·due 
and payable 1 year from the date. of execu
tion of the contract, over the remainder of 
the 20-year economic life of the vessel, with 
interest on the unpaid balance at the rate 
of 3¥2 percent per annum; with right _ of 
prepayment from time to ti~e _of any . or all 
of the sales price remaining . unpaid. The 
obligation of the purchaser with respect to 
payment of such unpaid balance, with in
terest, shall be secured by a first preferred 
mortgage on the vessel sold, which mortgage 
may provlde that the sole recourse against 

. the purchaser of the vessel under. such mort- · 
gage, and any of the notes secured thereby 
shall be limited to repossession of the ves-

~sel by the United States, and the assign
ment of insurance claims, if the purchaser 
shall have complied with all provisions .of the 
mortgage other than th~e relating to the 

~ payment of principal and interest when due, 
and the obligation of the purchaser shall be 
satisfied and discharged by the surrender of 
the vessel, and all right, title, and interest 
therein to the United States. Such vessel 
upon surrender shall be ( 1) free and clear 
of all liens and encumbrances whatsoever, 
except the lien of the above-mentioned pre
ferred mortgage and any other mortgage 
held by the Secretary of Commerce pursuant 
to an assignment under title XI of the Mer
chant Marine Act, 1936, as amended, (2) 1n 
class, and (3) equipped and _in as go<>d 
order and condition, ordinary wear and tear 
excepted, as when reconditioned as a pas
senger vessel by the purchaser except that 
any deficiencies with respect to freedom 
from encumbrances, condition, and class, 
may, to the extent covered by valid policies 
of insurance, be satisfied by the assignment 
to the United States of claims of the pur
cha,ser u_nder such pol1c1es of insurance, 

( e) Any contract of sale executed under 
authority of this act shall provide that in 
the event the United States shall, through 
purchase or requisition, acquire ownership 
of such vessel, the owner shall be paid there
for the value thereof, but in no event shall 
such payment exceed the actual depreciated 
sales price under such contract (together 
with the actual deprec~ated cost . of capital 
improvements thereon), or the fair and rea
sonable scrap value o! such vessel, as deter
mined by the Maritime Administrat.Or, 
whichever is the greater: that such deter
mination shall be final; that in computing 
the depreciated acquisition cost of such ves
sel, the depreciation shall be computed on 
the vessel on, the schedule adopted or ac
ceI?te_d by . the In~rnal ~venu_e Service for 

income-tax purposes as applicable to such 
vessei; that ·such- ve~el shall remain ·docu
mente_d under the ,laws of the United Stat~s 
for a period of 10. yeai:s after completion as · 
a passenger vessel or as long as there re':' 
mains ·due the United States any _· prin~ipal 
or interest ·qn account of the . sales ··pric~. 
whichever is th'e longer period; and that the 
foregoing provisions ~ respecting the requisi~ 
ti<:>n or the acquisition o~ ownership by t:qe 
United States and documentation shall run 
with the title to ·such vessel anci be· binding 
on all .O'!Vners thereof. 

The joint resolution was ordered to 
be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re·~ 
consider .was laid ~:m the table. 

STEAMsHIP "MONTERE~" 
Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

. unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the joint resolution ($. J. 
Res. 92) . to authorize the Secretary of 
Commerce to sell the steamship 
Monterey. 

The Clerk read· the title of the joint 
resolution. -
Th~ SPEAKER. Is· there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from North 
· Carolina? , · 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the joint resolution, as 

follows: . 
Resolved_ by the Senate, etc., That (a) the 

Secretary of Commerce is hereby ~uthorized. 
during a peri<>d of 6 months after the enact
ment of this joint resolution, to sell tlie 
steamship Monterey ·arid the uninstalled ~a- · 
terials heretofore acquired by the United 
States with said . vessel, which are held in 
storage by the Maritime Administration, De
partment of Commerce, to a citizen of the 
United States at competitive bidding, sub
_Ject to the provisions of this joint resolution, 
and such terms and conditions not contrary 
hereto as the Secretary may prescribe. The 
vessel with such inaterials shall be sold on 
an "as is, where is" 'basis, at an aggregate 
minimum sales price of $3,081,665.72, depre
ciated on the basis of_ a ~O-year life from 
August 6. 1952, to the date of the award ·or 
the contract of sale. Such sale shall be made 
upon a condition and agreement that the 
purchaser expend at least $10 million to re
condition the vessel sa.tisfactory to t~e Secre
tary of Commerce in a domestic shipyard for 
passenger service, with documentation under 
the laws of_ the Unit~d States. euch sale 
shall be on the basis of the payment of not 
less than 25 percent of the sale price of the · 
vessel and ~aterials at the time of the execu· 
tion of such sales contract, with balance pay .. 
able in approximately equal annual install
ments over the life expectancy of the vessel 
after reconditioning by the purch~ser which 
life expectancy shall be determined jointly 
by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Sec.:. 
retary ·or Commerce, wlth interest on the por
tion of the sales price remaining ·unpaid at 
the rate of 3¥2 percent per annum; · with 
right of prepayment from time to . time of 
any or all of the sales price r.emaintng un
paid. The obligation of the purchaser with 
respect to payment of such unpaid balance, 
with. interest, shall be secured by a .first pre- -
!erred mortgage on the vessel sold. whic,h 
mortgage may provide that the sole recourse 
against the purchaser under such mortgage, 
and any of the notes secured thereby, shall be 
limited to repossession .of the vessel by the 
United States and the assignment o! Insur· 
a.nee claims, if the purchaser shall have com
plied with all provisions of the mortgage 
other than those relating to the payment of 
principal and interest when due, and the 
obligation of the ·purchaser shall be 'satis
ft~d and ~ischarged by the surrender C?f the 
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vessel, and all right, title, and i~terest there
in · tO the United States~ · f?uch vessel upon 
surrender shall be_ ( 1) free. and clear. of all 
liens and encumprances wha.tsoever, except 
the lien of t~e above-mentioned preferred. 
mortgage and any other mortgage held by 
the Secretary of Commerce pursuant to · an 
assignment under title XI of the Merchant 
Marine Act, . 1936, as amended, (2) in class, 
and (3) equipped and in as good order and 
condition, ordinary wear and tear ' excepted, 
as when reconditioned as a passenger vessel 
by the purchaser except that any deficiencies 
with respect to freedom from encumbrances, 
condition, and class, may, to the extent cov
ered by valid policies of insurance, be satis
;fied by the assignment to the United States 
of claims_ of the purchaser under such poli-
cies nf insurance. . · · 

(b) Any cont_ract of sale executed under 
authorit'y of this j9int resolution shall pro
viQ.e that in the event the United States shall, 
through purchase or requisition, . acquire 
ownership of such vessel, the owner shall be 
paid therefor th_e value -thereof, but in no 
event shall such payment exceed. the actual 
depreciated sales price under such contract 
(together wit.h the actual depreciated cost of 
capital improvements thereon), or the fair 
and reasonable scrap value of su_ch vessel, as 
determined by the Maritime Administrator, 
whichev~r is the greater; that such deter
mination shall be final; that in computing 
the depreciated acquisition cost of such ves
sel, the depreciation shall be computed on 

· the vessel on the schedule adopted or ac
cepted by the Secretary of the Treasury for 
Federal incoine tax purposes as applicable to 
such vessel; that such vessel · shall remain 
documented under the laws of the United 
States for a period ·or at least 10 ye~rs after 
completion as a passenger vessel or as long as 
there remains due the United States any 
principal or interest on account of the sales 
p:i;-i~e ; whichever is ·. the longer' period; · and 
that 'the 'fore-going provif!ions ·respecting the 
requisition · or the acquisition of ownership_ 
by the United States and document~tion 
sh~ll run :with _the title . to such vessel and 
be binding on · all owners thereof. ' · . . 

The joint resolution was ordered .to be 
read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon

. sjder was laid on the table. 

APPROPRIA'FION OF ACCUMULATED 
RECEIPTS UNDER PITTMAN-ROB· 
ERTSON ~CT 
Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 756) to au
thorize the appropriation of ·accumu
lated receipts in the Federal aid tO wild
life-restoration fund established by the 
Pittman-Robertson Act. and to authorize 
the expenditure of funds apportioned to 
a state under such act for the manage
ment of wildlife areas and resources. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there o.bjection to 

the request of the gentleman ·from North 
Carolina.? 

-Mr. MARTIN. Reserving the right to 
object, Mr. Speaker, I do not know much 
about this _bill. · Will the gentleman ex-
plain it? · 

, Mr.· BONNER. Mr. Speaker, this bil.i 
provides for the distribution of the tax 
money under the Pittman-Robertson Act 
that accumulated during the world-war 
pe'riod ·and has not been distributed. 
Under . the formula of that act the8e 
fun4s S..re distributed to the States. . It 
requires a matching .by the States. They 
are distributed annually but this money 

accumulated during the war when the .Coast Guard is operating, under -regulations 
States could not use the money. P.rescribed by hfm, . ~ay regu_late the hours 

Mr. MARTIN. I think"! should -like to· of duty and the .p.ay of civilian keepers of 
have that withdrawn until I have an op_- · llghthouses and .civiUa:ris emp~oy~d on light.,;: 
portunity to know something more about ships and other vessels of the Coast Guard 
it. It looks as if this is going back a but such personnel may be called upon fo; 
number of years to get an extra b1'te f'rom duty in emergency circumstances or other-wise at any time or all times." .. 
the Treasury. · . · SEC. ·3, The analysis of chapter 13 of title 

Mr. BONNER. It is the understand- 14, United States Code, is amended by 1n
ing of the Speaker and myself that this serttng in such analysis, the following item: 
was cleared with the gentleman. "511. Compensatory absence of military per-

Mr. MARTIN. How much money is sonnel at isolated aids to navigation."-
involved? SEC. 4. Chapter 13 of title 14, United states 

Mr. BONNER. $13 million. Code, is amended by inserting a new section 
Mr. MARTIN . . Then you . will have as follows: 

to come back and get another appropria,.- "§ 511. Compen~atory absence of military 
tion? · · · . personnel at isolated, aids to navi-

Mr. BONNER. No; this money has . gation 
already been collected. The tax has ac- · "The J,1ead of the department \n ~hich . 
cumulated. No one is taxed any addi- the Coast Guard is · operating, under regula~ 

. tional money. This is · a tax that was ' tions prescribed by him, may grant compen
imposed in ye~rs gone by, and the money satory absence·from duty to military person
is_ available at the present time for di's- nel of the Coast Guard serving in ' lightships 
tributioh. · . . and at lighthouses ·and other isolated aids tO 

. . . navigation of the Coast Guard when condi-· 
Mr. BOW . . Mr. Speaker, will the gen- tions of d~ty · result in coµfine~ent because 

tleman yield? · · of isolation or in long periods of continuous· 
Mr. MARTIN. Yes. I am trying ' to duty." · · · 

get information: · · · 
Mr. BOW. Is this an appropriation? . The bill was ordered to be read' a thii·d· 
Mr. BONNER. No; this is not an arp- time, wa~ read the third time, and passed~ 

propriation. ·. The money is now in the and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
Treasury available for distribution. the table. -

Mr. MARTIN. This money has not A simil~r House· bill CH. R. 7379) was 
been spent in the past? . laid on the table. 

Mr. BONNER: No; the money is in 
the Treasury now. · · 

Mr. MARTIN. Is it a unanimous re
port from the committee? . 

M_r. BONNER. .Yes; it is unanimous. 
Mr. MARTIN. I withdraw my reser

vation. of objection, Mr. Speaker. · ... 
· Mr. TABER. Reserving the right· ·to 
object, Mr; Speaker, I wonder how this 
can be anything but ah appropriation of 
funds. . · · 

Mr. BONNER.·. This money does not 
have to be appropriated. The sportsmen· 
of the Nation have already paid this 
money in on a tax on fire·arrhs arid other 
utensils used in hunting. The money is 
in· the Treasury now. It is a special fund. 
There is no appropriation. . - -

Mr. TABER. We have always had 
those items submitted to us for action. 
Frankly, I feel that I must object at this 
time, and I do object. · 

COAST GUARD MILITARY 
PERSONNEL 

Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, I ·ask 
unanimoui:; consent for the immediate 
con_sideration of the bill <S. 2566) tO 
amend title 14, United States Code, so as 
to provide for compensatory absence. of 
Coast Guard military personnel serving 
at isolated aids · to navigation, and for 
other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
tbe request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? · 

There was no objection. 
. Th~ Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 432 (f) of 

title 14, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting the words "as amended" following 
the words "Federal Employees Pay Act o! 
1945." . 

SEC. 2. Section 432 (g) of title 14, United 
States Code, is amende~ by amend~ng the 
first sentence thereof to. read as follows: 
"The head of the department in which the 

AMENDEMENT OF RAILROAD RE· 
TIREMENT ACT AND R.t\ILROAD 
UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE ACT 

·· Mr. PRIEST. · Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to· take from the 
Speaker's table the bill <H. :R. 4744) to 
amend the Railroad Retirement Act of 
1937, as amended, and the Railroad un
employment Insurance Act, with senate 
amendments thereto, and· concur in the 
Senate amendments. · · 
- The Clerk read the title of the bill . 

The Clerk read the Senate amend
ments, as follows: 

Page .. 3, lines 4 and 5, after "appointed". 
insert , except one administrative assistant 
to each member .of the Board." 
,·, Page 3, line 11, after "appointed", insert 

, except one administra.tt-ve assistant to each 
member of the Board." 

The SPEAKER. ·Is there objection. to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were con- . 

· curred in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. . 

ADJUSTMENT OF OBLIGATIONS OF 
SETTLERS ON CERTAIN PROJECTS . 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill <S. 1621) to au
thorize adjustment by the Secretary .of 
Agriculture of certain obligations of set
tlers on projects 'developed or subject to 
the act of August 11, 1939, as amended, 
and for other purposes. . 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. ; 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the provisions o! 

sections 41 (g), 43, and 51 of the Bankhead
Jones Farm Tenant Act, as amended (7 
U. s. C. 1015 (g), 1017, and 1025), are hereby 
extended. to apply on the obligations of set
tlers on projects developed under the Act of 
August 11, 1939, as amended {16 u. S. C. 
590y-z), or similar projects under the water 
conservation and use item of the Depar.tment 
of the Interior Appropriation Act, 1940, as 
amended (53 Stat. 719), of the type incurred 
in accordance with section 5 of said act ( 16 
U. s. C. 590~3), or other obligations to or 
administered by the Secretary .of Agriculture 
incurred in connection with the develop
ment or operation of the project unit, and 
the Secretary is authorized to make such 
additional adjustments in the terms and 
conditions and amounts of any such obliga
tions of such persons or in the price at which 
project units ·are sold to settlers as may be 
reasonably necessary to permit such persons 
to acquire, develop, and establish suc'cessful 
farming operations on their farm units and 
~epay such adjusted obligations. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 1, line 6, following the words "settlers 
on", insert "the Angostura . ., 

Page 1, line 6, strike out the word "proj
ects" and insert the word "project" and add 
the words "in South Dakota." 

Page 1, line 8, following the parenthe!>iS 
strike the comma and insert in lieu thereof 
a period, and strike the balance of the bill. 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

'I'he bill was ordered to be read a thfrd 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion tQ reconsider was laid on 
the table. · 

WAR HOUSING PROJECTS, 
NORFOLK, VA. · . 

Mr. BOLLING. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent fc>r the immediate 
considerati.on of the bill <S. 2351> to au
thorize the <;:onveyance of certain war 
housing projects to the city of Norfolk, 
Va. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri? · 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 

any other provision of law, the Housing and 
Home Finance Administrator ls authorized 
to sell and convey at fair market value as 
determined by him on the basis of an ap
praisal mad,e by an independent real estate 
expert to the city of Norfolk, Va., or to the 
Norfolk Redevelopment and Housing Auth
ority, or to any ageney or corporation es
tablished or sponsored in the public inter
est by such citY', all of the ;right, title, and 
Interest of the United States ' in and to War 
Housing Project V A-44075 and War Hous
ing Project VA-44184, or either of them. 
Any sale pursuant to· this authorization shall 
be on such terms and conditions as the ·Ad
minlstrator shall determine, and the amount 
received !or each pro~ct shall be reported 
by the Administrator to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency of the Senate· and the 
Committee on Banking and Currency of the 
House of Representatives. 

SEC. 2. The authority conferred by this act 
shall terminate 6 months after the date of its 
enactment. 

The bill was ordered to · be read a 
third time, was read the third time, 
and passed, and a motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 

A similar House bill (H. R. 7073) was 
laid on the table. 

POLITICAL ACTIVITIES BY GOVERN
MENT EMPLOYEES 

Mr. BEAMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for · the immediate 
consideration of the bill <H. R. 3084) to 
amend certain provisions of the laws 
relating to the ])revention of political 
activities to make them inapplicable to 
State officers and employees. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from In
diana [Mr. BEAMER]? 

Mr. HAGEN, Mr. Speaker, I object. 

BONDING OF CIVILIAN AND MILI
·TARY ·PERSONNEL OF FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT 
Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 

Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 4778) to provide for the 
purchase of bonds to cover officers and 
employees of the Government, and ask 
unanimous consent that the statement 
of the managers on the part of the House 
be read in lieu of the report. 

The Clerk read the titie of the bill. 
.. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee [Mr. MURRAY]? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
The conference report and statement 

are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. No. 1568) 
The committee of cohfetence on the dis

agreeing votes of the two Houses ·on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4778) en.titl~d "An act to provide for the pur
chase of bonds to cover officers and em
ployees of the Government," ha'(ring met, 
after !ull and free conference, have agreed 
to recommend . and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendment of the Senate to the 
text of the bill and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter proposed to be inserte·d by the Senate 
amendment insert the following: .. That sec
tion 14 of title 6 of the Unlted States Code 
is amended to read as foUows: 
.. · .§ 14. Purchase o! Bonds to Cover Officers 

,and Employees of the Federal 
Government 

,. • (a) Subject to subsection (b) of this 
section, the head of each department and in
dependent establishment in the executive 
branch of the Federal Government shall 
obtain, under regulations which shall be 
promulgated by the Secretary of the Treas
ury, blanket, position schedule, or other types 
of surety bonds covering the civilian officers 
and employees and military personnel of such 
department or independent establishment 
who are required by law or administrative 
.ruling to be bonded. The appropriate officials 
of the legislative and judicial branches of 
the Federal Government may obtain any or 
all of such types of surety bonds covering 
such officers and employees under their re
spective jurisdictions .as such officials may 
deem appropriate to be bonded. Each bond 
obtained under this section shall be of the 

most economical type available for the num
ber and type of personnel to be bonded and 
shall be conditioned upon the faithful per
formance of the duties of the individual or 
individuals so bonded. The bond premium 
may cover a period not exceeding two years 
and shall be paid from any funds available 
for the payment of administrative expenses 
at the time such premium becomes payable. 
Whenever any civillan officers or employees 
or military personnel are covered by a bond 
under authority of this section, the surety 
or sureties on any existing bond of any 
such civilian officers or employees or mili
tary personnel shall not be liable for any 
defau1ts occurring subsequent to the date 
of the new coverage. For purposes of this 
section, the term "faithfql performance .of 
the duties" shall include the proper account
ing for all funds or property received by 
reason of the position or employment of the 
individual or individuals so bonded and all 
duties and responsibilities imposed upon 
such individual or individuals by law or by 
regulation issued pursuant to law. 

"'(b) If, in the opinion of the head of the 
department or independent establishment 
concerned, the ·premium cost for any bond 
procured under this section covering of
ficers or employees in the executive branch 
of the Federal Government will exceed the 
rate of $150 per annum, the pr0cuiement 
of such bond shall be made by tlie head o! 
such department or independent establish
ment only after advertising a sufficient time 
previously for proposals for the furnishing 
of such bond, except that · such advertising 
for proposals shall not be required when the 
public exigen,cies require the immediate pro-
curement of such bond. · 

" ' ( c) The Secretary of the Treasury shall 
transmit to the Congress, on or before June 
30, 1.956, a comprehenfiive report of the oper
ations of the departments and independent 
establishments under this section. The.re·
after, the Secretary Of the Treasury shall 
transmit to the Congress on or before . Octo
ber 1 .of each .year, beginning with the year 
1957, a comprehensive report of such opera
tions during the preceding fiscal year. Such 
report shall include, among other tnatters, 
information, in summary and in ·detail, wltll 
r~spect to <;>perations under this section, set-
ting forth- · 

"'(1) the number of officers and employees 
covered by bonds procured under this sec-
tion, · 

"'(2) the number ·and types of bonds pro·
cured under this section and the individual 
penal sums thereof, 
. "'(3_) the amounts of the premiums paid 

for bonds procured uncier this section, and 
"'(4) such other information as may be 

necessary to enable the Committee on Post 
0111.ce and Civil Service of the Senate and the 
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service o! 
the House -0! Representatives to determl.ne 
the results of operations under this section. 
The reports submitted by the Secretary o! 
the Treasury under this section shall be 
delivered to the President of the Senate and 
to the ·Speaker of the House of Representa
tives (or to the Clerk of the House and the 
Secretary of the Senate,. respectively, if the 
Congress is not in session) on the same day, 
and shall be referred to the Committee on 
Post -Office and Civil Service of each House.' 

"SEC. 2. The last sentence of section 6 of 
title 6 of the ~nlted States Code is amended 
to read as follows: · 'Except with respect to 
bonds obtained under section 14 of this title, 
no oftlcer or person baving the approval of 
any bond shall require that such bond shall 
be furnished by a· guaranty company or by 
any particular guaranty company.' 

"SEc. 3. The analysis of title 6 ot the 
United States Code, immediately preceding 
section 1 of such title, is amended by strik
ing out the item . ' 
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"'14. R.ate of premium on bond;_ premiums 

not to be paid by United ~tates.' 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

"'14. Purchase of bonds to cover officers and 
employees of the Federal Govern
ment.'. 

"SEC. 4. The amendments made by this 
Act shall take effect on January 1, 1956." 

And the Senate agree to the same. · 
That the House recede from its disagree

ment to the amendment of the Senate to the 
title of the bill and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the amended title proposed by 
the Senate amendment, amend the title so 
as to read: "An · Act to provide for the pur

. chase of bonds to cover civilian officers and 
~m,ployees and .military personnel of the Fed
·eral Government." 

Arid the Senate agree to the same. 
ToMMURRAY, 
J. H. MORRISON, 

, EDWARD H. REES, 
Managers on the Part of the House. 

OLIN D. JOHNSTON, 
MA'lTHEW' M. NEELY, 
FRANK CARLSON, 

. Managers. on the Part of the Senate; 

The managers on the part ·of the House ·at 
the ,conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 4778) -rntitled 
"An act to provide for the purchase of bonds 
to cover officers and employees of the Gov
ernment" submit the following statement 
in expll:!-nation of the effect of the action 
agreed upon by the conferees and rec
ommended in the accompanying confer-
ence report: · 
· The Senate amendments struck out all 
of the House bill after the enacting clause 
and inserted a substitute text and provicled 
a new title for the House bill. · 

With respect to the amendment of the 
· Senate to the text of the House bill, the com
mittee of conference recommends that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate with an amend
ment which is a substitute for both the text 
of the House bill and the text provided by 

·the Senate amendment and that the Sen
ate agree to the same. 
. The House bill related to the purchase of 
bonds to cover postmasters, officers, and em
ployees of the Post Office Department and 
mall clerks in the armed services and in the 

. United States Coast Guard; The Senate 
amendment related to the purchase of bonds 
to cover civilian officers and employees and 
military personnel of each department and 
independent establishment in the executive 
branch of the Federal Government, including 
the government of the District of Columbia, 
and officers and employees in the legislative 
and judicial branches of the Federal Govern
ment. · 

Except for technical and minor drafting 
changes, the differences between the texts of 
the House bill, the Senate amendment, and 
the conference substitute are explained 
below. 

The House bill authorized the Postmaster 
General to purchase certain types of bonds 
to cover any or all postmasters, officers, and 
employees of the Post Office Department and 
mail clerks in the armed services and in the 
United States Coast Guard required by law 
or administrative determination to be 
bonded. Under the House bill, such pur
chase of bonds was authorized to be made, 
under regulations to be prescribed by the 
Postmaster General, whenever the Post
master General determined that such pur
chase would be in the best interests of the 
Federal Government. The types of bonds 
so authorized to be purchased were such 
blanket, position schedule, or other type of 
surety bonds as the Postmaster General 

deemed appropriate to cover those individ
uals required to be bonded. Payment for 
such bonds was to be made from appropria_
tions or other funds available to the Post 
Office Department. 
. The House bill further provided ( 1) that 
the premiums on any such bonds could cover 
periods of not to exceed 4 years, (2) that 
the bonds should contain such conditions 
and be in such penalty as the Postmaster 
General deemed necessary to protect the 
interests of the Federal Government, and (3) 
that nothing contained in the House bill 
should operate to relieve any postmaster, 
officer, employee, or mail clerk or his surety 
from any liability otherwise imposed by law. 

The Senate amendment required the head 
of each departme.nt and independent estab
lishment in the executive branch of the Fed
eral Government arid in the municipal gov
·ernment of the District of Columbia to ob
tain blanket, position scheduie, or other t 'ype 
of surety bonds to cover civilian oftlcers and 
employees and military personnel thereof 
who are required by law or administrative 
ruling to be bonded. The Senate amend
ment also authorized the appropriate offi
cials of the legislative and judicial branches 
of the Federal Government in their discre
tion to obtain any or all of the above-men
tioned types of sui:ety bonds to cover officers 
and employees under their respective juris
dictions. . 

The Senate amendment further provided 
that each bond should be of the most eco
nomical type available for the number and · 
type of personnel required to be bonded. 
The Senate amendment also provided that 
the bond premium might cover a period not 
exceeding 2 years and that such premium 
should be paid from any funds available for 
the payment of administrative expenses at· 
the time such premium becomes payable. · 

A further provision of the Senate amend
ment was to the effect that if, in the opinion 
of the head of the department or independ
ent establishment concerned, the premium 
cost for any bOnd procured under author~ty 
of the Senate amendment covering officers 
and employees in the executive branch of 
the Federal Government would exceed ·a rate 
of $250 per annum, the procurement of such 
bond would be required to be made through 
the Administrator of General Services when 
so required by him pursuant to· section 302 
of the Federal Property 1<tnd Administrative 
Services Act of 1949 (41 U.S. C., sec. 252)! 

The Senate amendment was to become 
effective 60 days after the date of its enact
ment. 

The conference substitute provides, In 
general, (1) for the mandatory purchase of 
surety bonds to cover civilian oftlcers and 
employees and military personnel of each 
department and independent establishment 
in the executive branch of the Federal Gov
ernment (not including the government of 
the District of Columbia) who are reqUired 
to be bonded by law or by administrative 
decision, and (2) for the discretionary pur
chase of surety bonds to cover those officers 
and employees in the legislative and judi
cial branches of · the Federal Government 
with respect to whom the appropriate oftlcials 
of the legislative and judicial branches deem 
it advisable to require the purchase of surety 
bonds. 

With respect to the executive branch, the 
conference substitute provides that the head 
of each department and independent estab
lishment shall obtain and procure blanket, 
position schedule, or other types of surety 
bonds to cover those civilian omcers and em
ployees and military personnel of such de· 
partment or establishment who are required 
by law or administrative ruling to be bonded. 
It is required that such bonds shall . be ob
tained and procured under and in con· 
formity with regulations which the Secre
tary of the Treasury is required to prescribe 

and issue under the provisions of the con:- ·. 
!erence substitute. 

With respect to thA legislative and judicial 
branches, the 'conference stibstitute 'provides 
that the appropriate officials of those 
branches may obtain and procure, in their 
discretion, blanket, position schedule, or 
other types of surety bonds to cover those 
officers and employees under their respective 
jurisdictions as su.ch officials may deem it 
necessary or advisable to cover by surety 
l,>onds. It may be noted that the above-men
tioned regulations ·prescribed and issued by 
the Secretary of the Treasury will not be ap
plicable with respect to the legislative and 
judicial branches of the Federal Government. 

The conference substitute further pro
vides that each sur~ty bond obtained and 
procured, unqer the provisions of the con- · 

'ference substitute, to cover personnel in the 
executive, legislative. and judicial branches 
of the Federal Government, shall be "of the 
most economical type available for the num.:. 
ber and type of personnel to be bonded." 
It is not the intent of this pr9vision that 
a bond or bonds obtainable at the lowest 
premium rate per annum shall constitute 
in all cases a bond of the "most economical 
type." Such would seem' to· be the case as 
a general rule, all other factors and consid
erations being equal. However, in many 
cases, variations in such factors and con
siderations as differences in the relative fi
nancial standing and reliab111ty of the surety. 
the terms of the respective surety bond con
tracts available, a~d the number and types 
of personnel to be bonded may require, in the 
interests of the Federal Government other 
than in the strictly financial sense, the pur
chase of such bonds at premium rates per' 
annum which are higher than the lowest 
premium rates per annum actually obtain
able. The above-discussed prov.ision of the · 
~onference substitute will permit this result. 

The conference substi_tute further provides 
that each bond obtained and procured,- un
der the provisions of the conference substi
tute, shall be conditioned upon the "faithful 
performance of the duties" of the individual 
or individuals so bonded. The conference 
substitute elaborates upon the meaning o:C 
such quoteci words, as an aid to the admin
istration of the conference substitute, by pro
viding that the term "faithful performance 
of the duties" shall include, for purposes of 
the conference substitute, (1) the proper 
accounting for all funds or property received 
by reason of the position or employment of 
the individual or individuals so bonded and 
(2) all duties and responsibilities imposed 
upon such individual or individuals by law· 
or by regulation issued pursuant to law. 

The conference substitute also authorizes 
the payment of any bond premium to cover 
a period of not in. excess of 2 years. Existing 
law, however, limits any such payment to a. 
period not in excess of 1 year. Therefore. 
the operation of this provision of the con
ference substitute. together with existing 
law, makes possible the payment of a bond 
premium to cover either a period not in ex
cess of 1 year or a period not in excess of 2 
years, whichever is determined to be· the 
more advantageous to the Federal Oovern
µient. No bond· premium, however, may · 
cover a period in excess of 2 years. The pur
poses of this provision of the conference sub
stitute are to secure the advantage of more 
favorable premium rates on surety bonds 
and to effect savings to the Federal Govern
ment in administrative costs in connection 
with the procurement of such bonds. 

With respect to the funds from which bond 
premiums are to be paid, the conference 
substitute provides that any such premium 
shall be paid from any funds available for 
the payment of administrative expenses at 
any time such premium becomes payable. 
This provision will afford necessary fiexi
bility in entering into contracts for the 
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purchase of suTety bonds, including (among 
other matters) the advertising in advance 
for proposals and the negotiation of terms 
which are most advantageous to the Fed
eral Government. Under this provision of 
the conference· substitute, the head of a de
partment or independent establishment in 
the executive branch, or the appropriate offi
cial in the legislative or judicial branch, 
could enter into a contract for the purchase 
of a bond in advance of the date on which 
the bond premium is to be paid. This pro
vision will not, however, permit the avoid
ance of those laws relating to the ·obliga
tion and expenditure of appropriated funds 
or to the incurring of deficiencies, or any 
other laws and procedures relating to appro
priations. For example, it will not permit 
postponement of the payment of any pre
mium to a. fiscal year which begins later than 
the fiscal year in which such premium is due. 

The conference substitute also contains a 
provision the purpose of which is to clarify 
the liability of old and new sureties during 
any changeover peri-0ds which occur, with re
spect to surety bonds, under the provisions 
of the conference substitute. Such pro
vision is to the effect that whenever any 
civil1an office!:" or employee or military per
sonnel is covered by a surety bond under 
authority of the conference substitute, the 
surety or sureties on any existing surety 
bond of an'y such civilian officer or employee 
or military personnel shall not be liable for 
any defaults occurring subsequent to the 
date of the coverage of such officer, employee, 
or personnel by a. new surety bond. 

Another provision of the conference sub
stitute relates to advertising for bids or pro
posals for the furnishing of bonds to the 
Federal Government under the conference 
substitute. The effect of such provision is 
to require the head of the executive depart
ment or independent establishment con
cerned, when in his opinion the procure
ment of any bond under the conference sub
stitute will result in a premium cost to the 
Federal Government in excess of $150 per 
annum, to advertise a reasonable time in 
advance of such procurement in order to ob-' 
tain proposals for the furnishing of such 
bond. Advertising in advance to ·obtain 
proposals for the furnishing of such· bond 
will not be required, however, in any case 
in which the public exigencies requ\re the 
immediate procurement of such bond with
out such advertising. 

In this connection, it should be noted that 
section 3609 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, contains, among other provis'lons, 
a requirement for advertising 1n advance for 
bids or proposals with respect to purchases 
and contracts for supplies or services for 
the Government if the amount involved in 
any case exceeds $500, except when the public 
exigencies require immediate procurement, 
when there is only one source of supply, 
or when the services to be procured are 
personal in nature. 

A further provision of the conference sub
stitute provides a means for the Congress 
to conduct a thorough review and ~nalysis 
of the operations of the departments and 
independent establishments of the Federal 
Government under the conference substi
tute. 

Under such provision the Secretary of the 
Treasury is required to furnish the Congress 
with comprehenslve reports of such opera
tions. The first such report is to be sub
mitted to the Congress on or before June 
30, 1956-that is, 6 months after the effective 
date of the conference substltute. There
after, the Secretary of the Treasury will be 
required to submit a report of such opera
tions to the Congress by October 1 of each 
year, beginning with the -yeaT 1957. Each 
such report -shall cover such operations dur
ing the preceding fiscal year. 'These .reports 
wm be referred to the Committee on Post 
Office and Civil Service of the Senate and 

the Committee on Post Office and Civil Serv
ice of the House of Representatives. 

The reports of the Secretary of the Treas
ury under the conference substitute shall 
include information, in summary and in de
tail, with respect to ( 1) the number of offi
cers and employees in the executive branch 
covered by bonds procured under the con
ference substitute, (2) the number and types 
of such bonds and the penal sums thereof, 
and (3) the amounts of the premiums paid 
for such bonds. Th~ reports also shall in
clude such other information as may be nec
essary to enable the Committee on Post 
Office and Civil Service of the Senate and 
the Committee on Post Office and Civil Serv-
1-ce of the House of Representatives more 
effectively to perform the review function, 
with respect to this legislation, which is con
templated by section 136 of the Legislative 
Reorganization Act of 1946. 

It is the intention of the committee of 
conference that, under the provisions of the 
conference substitute, the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall have full authority to re
quire (in such cases as he deems necessary 
and appropriate to effect the orderly and 
efficient administration of the provisions of 
the conference substitute and to accomplish 
the purposes thereof) that the bonds (in
cluding representative types of bonds) ob
tained by the head of each department and 
independent establishment in the executive 
branch of the Federal Government shall be 
:filed in the Department of the Treasury. 
It is not intended that all such bonds neces
sarily be required to be filed in the De
partment of the Treasury. It is intended, 
however, that there shall be filed in such 
department such bonds, or representative 
types of bonds, as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may deem necessary and appro
priate to enable the Department of the 
Treasury to discharge its regular operating 
!unctions under the conference substitute 
and to determine whether. bonds are being 
obtained and procured under the conference 
substitute in accordance with the regula
tions which the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall issue thereunder. 

The committee calls attention to the fact 
that the conference substitute supersedes 
section 7803 (c) of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954, which provides that-

"Whenever the Secretary or his delegate 
deems it proper, he may require any such 
omcer or employee to furnish such bond, -or 
be may purchase such blanket or schedule 
bonds, as the Secretary or his delegate deems 
appropriate. The pre.mium of any such bond 
or bonds may, in the discretion of the Sec
retary or his delegate, be paid from the 
appropriation for expenses of the Internal 
Revenue Service." 
. Consultations were held with representa
tives of the Department of the Treasury, who 
agreed that such section 7803 ( c) is super
seded by reason of the enactment of the 
conference substitute. However, under the 
conference substitute, any blanket or sched
ule bond obtained by the Secretary of the 
Treasury or his delegate pursuant to such 
section 7803 { c) , the term of which will 
expire after the date of enactment of the 
conference substitute, may, in accordance 
wlth such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may promulgate for the purpose, be 
continued in force until the expiration of 
such term. · 

The conference substitute for the most 
part 1s composed of amendments to title 6 
of the United States Code, relating to official 
and penal bonds. The conference substitute 
amends the last sentence of section 6 of 
such title which now provides that-
: "No .officer or person having the approval 
of any bond shall exact that it shall be :fur
nished. by a guaranty company or by any 
particular guaranty company." 

Since such sentence is inconsistent with 
the purpose of the conference substitute, the 

effect o! such amendment ls to make such 
sentence inapplicable with respect to the 
conference substitute in order to give full 
effect to the new system for the procure
ment of bonds provided by the conference 
substitute. 

In addition to making several technical 
amendments to title 6 of the United States 
Code to conform to the provisions o! the 
conference substitute, the ~onference substi
tute further provldes that its effective date 
shall be January 1, 1956. 

With respect to the amendment of the 
Senate to the titie of the House bill, the 
committee of conference recommends that 
the House recede from ' its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate to the title of 
the bill and agree to the same with an · 
amendment to such title set forth in the 
conference substitute which will reflect more 
accurately the provisions of the text of the 
conference substitute and that the Senate 
agree to the same. 

TOM MURRAY, 
J. H. MORRISON, 
EDWARD H. REES, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

HOUR OF MEETING ON MONDAY 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to meet 
on Monday at 10 o'clock a. m. 
- The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

NATHANIEL ROSS MOORE 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani~ 

mous consent that the bill (H. R. 2043) 
for the relief of Nathaniel Ross Moore 
which was on the Private Calendar No. 
791, today, be recommitted to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary for the reason 
that general legislation has already been 
passed and signed. · · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

FRANCES IRENE SMART 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent for the immediate con
sideration of a private bill which. was 
passed over this morning for the reason 
that the repart was not available, the 
bill <H. R. 1513), Private Calendar No. 
777, for the relief of Frances Irene Smart. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, reserv
ing the right to object, has the gentle
man cleared this bill with the Private 
Calendar Committee of Objectors. 

Mr. LANE. I understand that they 
had no objection to it except that the 
report was not available. 

Mr. MARTIN. I believe the gentle· 
man had better confer with them, how
ever. 

Mr. AVERY. Mr. Speaker, further 
reserving the right to object, I might also 
tell our distinguished minority leader 
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that the Objectors' Committee has not 
even seen the report. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw 
the request. 

AMENDING VETERANS' READJUST
MENI9 ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1952 
Mr. TEAGUE of Texas; Mr. Speaker, 

I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill <S. 2081) to amend the Veterans' Re
.adjustment Assistance Act of 1952 to 
provide that education and training al
lowances paid to veterans pursuing in
stitutional on-farm training shall not 
be reduced for 12 months after they 
have begun their training. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the first sentence 

of subsection (d) of section 232 of the 
Veterans' Readjustment Assistance Act of 
1952 (38 U. S. c ., sec. 942) is hereby amended 
to read as follows: "The education llnd 
training allowance of an eligible veteran 
pursuing institutional on-farm training shall 
be computed at the rate of ( 1) $95 per 
month, if he has no dependent, or (2) $110 
per month, if he has 1 dependent, or (3) 
$130 per month, if he has more than 1 de
pendent; except that his education and 
t raining allowance shall be reduced at the 
end of the third, and each subsequent, 
4-month period as his program progresses 
by an amount which bears the same ratio 
to $65 per month, if the veteran has no 
dependent, or $80 ·per month, if he has 1 
dependent, or $100 per month, if he has 
more than 1 dependent, as 4 months bears 
to the total duration of such veteran's 
institutional on-farm trainine reduced by 
8 months." 

SEC. 2. The amendment made by this act 
shall take effect as of the first day of the 
second calendar month which begins after 
the date of its enactment, but for the pur
poses of computing education and training 
allowances to be paid after such first day, 
such amendment shall be deemed to have 
been in effect since July 16, 1952. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second de
manded? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I demand a second. 

A second was considered as ordered. 
Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 

this bill should only take a few minutes: 
Under the present law, a veteran train
ing under the farm program under Pub
lic Law 550 has his allowance from the 
Federal Government reduced every 4 
months. It is the opinion of the people 
dealing with this legislation that that 
is very unrealistic, and that a veteran 
under the farm program should not have 
this money reduced at least until the end 
of a crop cycle or an animal cycle. 

This bill is identical to the bill H. R. 
4006, which was reported unanimously 
from the Committee on Veterans' Affairs 
on June 22 and on which a rule has been 
grarited by the Rules Committee. Mr. 
Speaker, Mrs. ELIZABETH KEE, of West 
Virginia, introduced H. R. 4006 and she 
is chairman of the Committee on Edu
cation-and Training. I wish to compli
ment Mrs. KEE, Congressman En EDMOND
SON, of Oklahoma, Congressman B. F. 
SISK, of California, Congressman WIL
LIAM AYRES, of Ohio, and Congressman 
Ross ADAIR, of Indiana, for their work in 
behalf of this bill. Every veteran group 
supported the bill, the Veterans' Admin
istration supported the bill, and we have 

had many, many requests from all over 
the United States for the enactment of 
this bill. 

Under the existing law-Public Law 
550, 82d Congress-a veteran of the Ko
rean con:fiict taking on-farm training 
has his training allowance reduced at 
the end of each 4-month period. 

Administration of this act shows that 
the veteran taking this type of training 
should be allowed at least one animal- or 
crop-production cycle before the reduc
tion formula begins to operate. 

Hearings were held on this proposal 
before the Subcommittee on Education 
and Training and, as I have indicated, 
the bill was reported unanimously by 
our committee, as well as the Senate 
committee. 

The cost to the Government for enact
ment of this bill would be $324 per 
trainee for a 36-month course. The 
-overall cost for the next 5 years is as 
follows: 

H. R . 4006 
(suspend-

12 months-
Fiscal year: farm) 

1956 ___________________ _______ $3,500, 000 
1957 _______________________ ___ 4,000,000 
1958 _______ ___________________ 4,000,000 
1959 __________________________ 3, 500,000 
1960 ___ _________________ ______ 3,000,000 

The effect on the individual veteran 
as a result of the enactment of this 
proposal would be as indicated in the 
table below: 

M onths in training 

. . 
1 to 4------ ---- ------ --- ---- -- -
5 to 8--------------- ------- - - - -9 to 12 _____________ _______ ___ _ _ 
13 to 16 _____ __ _____ ______ __ ___ _ 
17 to 20 _____ __________ ________ _ 

21 to 24------------------ - -----
25 to 28------------------------29 to 32 ______________ ._ ________ _ 

P ublic Law H R 4006 
550, 82d 84th Cong' 
Cong. · 

$130 
130 
um 
115 
101 

33 to 36----- -~ - - -------------~- · 

3'130 
118 
107 
96 
85 
74 
63 
52 
41 

87 
72 
58 
44 

There are 34,196 veterans enrolled in 
the program. 

It should be noted that the Veterans' 
Administration is in favor of the bill as 
reported by the committee. 

All this bill does is to provide for a 
12-month delay in reducing the vet
erans' allowance. 

Mrs. KEE. Mr. Speaker, after care
ful consideration the Veterans' Affairs 
Committee unanimously reported H. R. 
4006, a bill to amend the Veterans' Re
adjustment Assistance Act of 1952. This 
bill provides that education and training 
allowances paid to veterans pursuing in
stitutional on-farm training shall not 
be reduced for 12 months after they have 
begun their training. 

The purpose of this proposed legisla
tion is to modify the so-called automatic 
reduction formula applicable to on-job 
and on-farm trainees enrolled under the 
Veterans' Readjustment Assistance Act 
of 1952, as amended. 

The automatic reduction formulae es
tablishes the rates of education and 
training allowances for apprenticeship 
and other training on the job and for 
institutional on-farm training, and pro
vides for such allowances to be reduced 
at the end of each 4-month period as the 
veteran's training progresses. 

- However, it has been clearly shown 
that this formula as applicable to on
farm training does not take into account 
.the realities of farming operations , be
cause on-farm trainees cannot ordinarily 
anticipate income from their farms until 
the end of a crop or marketing cycle 
which is usually near the end of their 
:first year of training. 

This bill retains the principle of the 
automatic reduction formula intact, but 
would merely modify the formula appli
cable to on-farm training so as to sus
pend all reductions during the initial 12 
months' training. This is reasonable 
and stimulates the veteran to progres
sive self-improvement during the period 
of training to the end that he will become 
sufficiently self-sustaining by the com
pletion of his training program so as to 
continue with his farming operation. 

In this connection, Mr. Speaker, I 
Wish to especially thank the members 
of the Veterans' Affairs Committee's 
Subcommittee on Education and Train
ing for the diligent manner in which 
they reviewed and studied this question. 
I wholeheartedly join with them in urg
ing the House of Representatives to 
pass this bill today. 

Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
strongly urge the Members to pass this 
bill so that we may have a practical, 
workable on-farm training program for 
veterans who want to go into farming as 
a life career and so that they may have 
benefits comparable to those already en
joyed by other veterans who choose edu
cation for other pursuits. 

I introduced a bill which is identical 
with that now before you, as did other 
Members. They were carefully consid
ered in the Committee on Veterans Af
fairs and were favorably reported out 
with the endorsement of veteran organi
zations, the Veterans' Administration 
and many State directors of vocational 
training. 

The fact of the matter is that many 
veterans now cannot go into this pro
gram because the schedule of subsistence 
allowances is unrealistic and will not 
provide for their needs until they are able 
to harvest their crops and obtain income 
from them. 

This bill would postpone quarterly re
ductions in allowances for a period of 12 
months to permit the veteran trainee to 
harvest a crop and get his money. The 
present law requires reductions in allow
ances 4 months after the start of the 
training program, with further cuts at 4-
month intervals therea.fter. 

I am sure many of my colleagues who 
have farming backgrounds, as I have, 
know that the present law is out of kilter 
and does not :fit into the crop and harvest 
cycle these farm trainees are dependent 
upon for a livelihood and for the care of 
their families. 

This legislation will benefit many 
thousands of veterans now practically 
barred from training as well as those al
ready enrolled. It will accomplish this 
at a very modest increase in cost. It is 
good legislation and I feel sure you will 
approve it and merit the thanks of the 
coming farming generation. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, this bill was unanimously re
ported out of the committee. We felt 
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that there never should have been a re
duction after the first month. 

I think no Member of the House will 
object to the bill, as it is a . very. jus~ one. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas 
that the rules be suspended and the bill 
be passed. 

The question was taken; and <two
thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended and the bill 
was passed. . . 

By unanimous consent, a s1milar House 
bill <H. R. 4006) and House Resolution 
313 were laid on the table. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 
Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 3 legislative days i~ wJ;iich to 
extend their remarks on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There wa~ no objection. 

AMENDING .THE CLASSIFICATION 
ACT OF 1949 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill <H. R. 3255) to amend the 
Classification Act of 1949, as amended. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

more reclassifications of such position pur
suant to this act; 

"(2) who holds such position on the date 
of enactment of this section; 

".(3) who has held such position for a con
tinuous period of not less than 2 years end
ing immediately prior to the date of enact
ment of this section; and 

"(4) whose performance of the work of 
such position at all times during such perio_d 
of 2 years specified in paragraph (3) of this 
subsection and also on the date of enact
ment of this section was satisfactory or bet
ter than satisfactory, shall be granted, ef
fective as of the first day of the first pay 
period which begins after the date of enact
ment of this section (if he continues to hold 
such position on · such first day of such first 
pay period), the rate of basic compensation 
to which he was entitled immediately prior 
to such reclassification of his position (or, in 
.the case of more than one reclassification of 
such position, the date of the first of any 
such reclassifications), including any in
creases in such rate of basic compensation 
provided by law at any time while such offi
cer or employee is in such position, until 
(i) he leaves such position or (ii) he is en
titled to receive basic compensation at a 
higher rate by reason of the operation of this 
act; but, whenever such position becomes 
vacant, the rate of basic compensation of 
any individual subsequently appointed to 
such position shall be fixed in accordance 
with this act. No officer or employee shall 
be entitled by reason of this subsection to 
basic compensation for any period prior to 
the first day of the first pay period which 
begins after the date of enactment of this 
section.'' 

Be it enacted, etc., That title V of the 
Classification Act of 1949, as amended, is The SPEAKER. Is a second de-
amended by adding at the end thereof the manded? _ 
following new section: Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 

"SEc. 507. (a) Each otllcer or employee second. 
subject to this act- The SPEAKER. Without objection, a 

' " ( 1) who holds, on or after the date of second will be considered as ordered. 
enactment of this section, under a career- . There was no objection. 
conditional or career appointmei:it in the Mr MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
competitive civil service, a position (A) · . Id . t t th tl 
which is in any grade of a basic compensa- Speaker, I y1~ _5 minu es o e gen e-
tion schedule of this act (other than grade man from Michigan [Mr. LESINS~l. 
16 17, or 18 of the General Schedule and Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, this leg
(B) which is placed, on or after such date of islation provides generally that any 
enactment, while such otllcer or employee classified employee who has performed 2 
holds such position, in a lower grade of such years or more of satisfactory service in 
schedule under any reclassification of such his position will continue to receive his 
position pursuant to this act; same salary if his position is placed in a 

"(2) who has held such position for a lower grade under the reclassification 
continuous period of not less than 2 years .. 
ending immediately prior to the date of such prov1sions of that act. 
reclassification; and c This legislation will apply to classified 

"(3) whose performance of the work of employees on the rolls on date of enact
such position at all times during such period ment whose positions were downgraded 
is satisfactory or better than satisfactory; between July 1, 1954, and date of enact .. 
shall continue to receive basic compensa- ment, as well as to any classified em
tion at the rate to which he was entitled ployee whose position is downgraded 
immediately prior to such reclassification of 1 t "ded the other tests are met. 
his position (including any increases in such a er, provi . . 
rate of basic compensation provided by law This "salary savings" pro~ect1on will 
at any time while such otllcer or employee is extend to the employee until he leaves 
in such position) _until (i) he leaves such the position or becomes entitled to a 
position or (ii) he is entitled to receive basic higher salary by operation of law. When 
compensation at a higher rate by reason of he vacates the position, any subsequent 
the operation of this act; but, whenever such appointee will receive the salary of the 
position becomes vacant, the rate of basic position in the lower grade to which the 

· compensation of any individual subse- ·t· h s been reclassified. 
quently appointed to such position shall be posi ion a. . 
fixed in accordance .with this act. There will J:>e no retroac~ive ~aym:ent 

"(b) Each omcer or employee subject to of compensation under this leg1s~atlon. 
this act- Nor will an employee whose salary is pro-

" ( l) who, during the period beginning on· tected when his position is reduced to.a 
July 1, 1954, and ending immediately prior lower grade receive any step increases in 
to the date of enactment of this section con- the grade from which the position was 
tinuously held a position (A) which was in reduced. 
any grade of a basic compensation schedule A d · g to the Civil Service Commis-
of this act (other than grade 16, 17, or 18 . ccor in . •t• h 
of the General Schedule) and (B) which was sion, approxu~ately 11,000 POSI ions a~e 
placed, at any time during such period, in a been reduced m grade und~r the Cla~Sl• 
lower grade of such schedule under one or fication Act, but a proportion of them-· 

cumbents suffered no loss in salary due 
to, first, being eligible for the same or 
slightly higher rates in the lower grades; 
or, second, transfers to other positions at 
their old grade. However, witnesses tes
tified before our committee that several 
thousand employees have suffered salary 
losses ranging from $100 to $50ft-and in 
some instances ·more-a year. The Civil 
Service Commission has issued regula
tions designed to partially remedy this 
situation. In the judgment of the com
mittee these regulations are inadequate; 
they provide only partial and temporary 
relief. 

This legislation is essential to correct 
existing inequities and to prevent further 
inequities in the future. Our committee 
unanimously approved this bill, and I 
earnestly hope that, in justice to our 
Federal employees who through no fault 
of their own have suffered substantial 
salary losses, it will be approved by this 
House. 

Mr. BECKER. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
wholeheartedly to join with my col
league in support of H. R. 3255. This 
is the same bill that I introduced in the 
83d Congress and again this year. This 
bill will correct one of the greatest in
justices to Federal employees. It will 
not only correct the injustices, but it 
will also prevent a great deal of distress 
amongst the lower grade of classified em
ployees. It is true that the Civil Serv
ice Commission audits the job classifica
tions, however, a much shorter period of 
time should be required. There is no 
reason why a person classified and put 
to work, and remaining in tha.t position 
for a period of 2 years, should not be able 
to feel secure. American citizens in 
every walk of life have a right to an
ticipate that, when properly perform .. 
ing the functions assigned to them faith
fully and well, they can look forward to 
the upward steps to higher grades. 

I am certain that the Members of 
Congress, after this bill passes, can go 
home feeling somewhat happier by this 
action. This action is long past due, but 
at least this action prevents further in
justice. 

I am happy to have participated in 
the 'passage of this bill. 

Mrs. KELLY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I, too, support H. R. 3255 which 
will correct a serious injustice to our 
loyal civil servants. ·So many of my 
constituents were the victims of down
grading in their civil-service positions 
that I was prompted to introduce similar 
legislation early this year. My bill, H. 
R. 5887, is very similar to the one intro
duced by the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. LESINSKI] which the House con
sidered favorably last week. The only 
difference is that my ·measure included 
those persons who had held their jobs for 
1 year while H. R. 3255 pertains to those 
employees with not less than 2 years of 
service, 

I commend my colleague from Michi
gan for the excellent presentation of this 
legislation. Every employee, whether in 
the Government or in private industry, 
can do a much better job when he has a 
feeling of security in his position. On 
the other hand, an employer-in this 
case the Federal Government-has an 
obligation to its employees. 
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I have been impressed with the. num

ber of letters I have r.eceived from my 
constituents on this subject. In many 
cases, they have held a certain grade for 
4 or 5 years, or even longer. A classifi
cation survey occurs and a decision is 
reached that their duties no longer war
rant the grade they are holding. Or, 
after several years in a position of a cer
tain grade, the employee is informed 
that the agency had improperly placed 
his position in a higher grade. Assum
ing this contention is accurate, it is diffi
cult to understand how the failure of the 
agency to properly classify the position 
should be borne by the employee. If the 
agency has failed to apply the classifica
tion standards developed in the Classifi
cation Act of 1949, as amended, the em
ployee should not be made to suffer a 
monetary loss .. 

Very recently, Congress approved a 
much needed salary increase for Federal 
classified workers. In those instances 
where jobs have been downgraded in the 
past .several months, the effect of the 
salary increase has bee;n nullified in 
whole or in part by the loss of pay .result
ing from the reduction in grade. I am 
most gratified that the House has passed 
H. R. 3255 to correct this situation this 
year. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair under
stands the gentleman from Iowa does 
not desil;e to use time on this bill. 

Mr. GROSS. That is right. . 
. The SPEAKER. The question is 9n 
the motion of the gentleman from Ten
nessee that the rules be suspended and 
the bill be passed. 

The ·question was taken; and (two
thfrds having voted in favor thereof> 
the rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

·The · title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: "A bill to amend the Classi
fication Act of 1949 to preserve in certain 
cases the rates of basic compensation of 
officers and employees whose positions 
are placed in lower grades by virtue of 
reclassification actions und·er such act, 
and for other purposes." 

SETTLEMENT OF TEXAS CITY, TEX., 
DISASTER CLAIMS 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill .(S. 
1077) to provide for settlement of claims 
for damages resulting from the disa~ter 
which occurred at Texas City, Tex., on 
j\pril 16 and 17, 1947, as amended. 

The Clerk read the bill, ·as follows: 
Be tt enacted, etc., That while denying 

any equitable or legal responsib~lity on the 
part of the United States, but for compas
sionate reasons, and as a gratuity, it is the 
intention of the Congress to make payment 
on behalf of those persons · who suffered 
death, personal injury, and property losses 
as a result of the explosions and fires at 
Texas City, Tex., on April 16 and 17, 1947. 

SEC. 2. The Secretary of the Army or such 
persons as he may designate shall investi
gate and. settle claims against the . United 
States for death, personal injury, and prop
erty losses proximately resu1ting from the 
disaster at Texas City, Tex., on April 16 and 
17, 1947, commonly referred to as the Texas 
City disaster. 

SEC. 3. (a) Claimants shall submit their 
claims in writing . to the Secretary of the 

Army, under such rules as . he prescribes, 
within 180 days after the enactment of 
this act. · 

No claim shall be entertained by the Sec
retary of the Army unless it shall appear to 
his satisfaction that such claim was a part 
of a civil action filed against the United 
States in a United States district court prior 
to April 25, 1950, except that, for good cause, 
the Secretary may waive the limitation date 
of April 25, 1950, where it is shown that 
claimant, by reason of infancy, insanity, or 
ot her legal reason, was unable to bring such 
civil action. 

(b) The Secretary of the Army shall pro
mulgate and publish rules of procedure for 
handling the claims referred to in section 2 
within 60 days after the date of enactment 
of this act. 

He shall determine and fix: the amount of 
awards, if any, in each claim within 12 
months from the date on which the claim 
was submitted. 

SEC. 4 . Since it is the intention and pur
pose of this act, and of the Congress, to 
relieve the claimants hereunder, the Secre
tary of the Army shall limit himself to the 
determination of-

(1) whether the losses sustained resulted 
from the explosions and fires at Texas City 
on April 16 and 17, 1947; 

(2) the amounts to be allowed and paid 
pursuant to this act; and 

(3) the persons entitled to receive the 
same. 

SEC. 5. (a) Claims for awards based on 
death shall be submitted only by duly 
11uthorized legal representatives. No claim 
under this subsection shall be approved by 
the Secretary of the .:Army in amounts in 
excess of $20,000. 

(b) No claim for personal injuries may be 
approved by the Secretary of the Army in 
amounts in excess of $20,000. 
. (c) No claim for property losses may be 
approved by the Secretary of the Army in 
amounts in excess of $20,000. 

SEc. 6. (a) In determining the amounts to 
be awarded for death, personal injury, or 
property losses, the Secretary of the Army 
shall reduce any such amount by an amount 
equal to the total of insurance benefits (ex
cept life insurance benefits), or other pay
ments or settlements of any nature, previ
ously paid with respect to such death claims, 
personal injury, or property loss. 

(b) Payments approved by the Secretary 
of the Army on death, personal injury, and 
property loss claims, the same being gratui
tous, shall not be subject to insurance sub
rogation claims in any respect. 

( c) The Secretary of the Army shall not 
include in an award any amount for reim
bursement to any insurance company or 
compensation insurance fund for loss pay
ments made by such company or fund. 

(d) No claim cognizable under this act 
shall be assigned or transferred. 

SEC. 7. The Secretary of the Treasury shall 
pay out of moneys in the Treasury not other
wise appropriated, the claims referred to in 
this act in the amounts approved for pay
ment by the Secretary of the Army. 

SEC. 8. A payment made under the pro
visions of section 7 shall be 1n full settle
ment and discharge of all claims against the 
Government of the United States. 

SEC. 9. The Secretary of the Army shall 
require assignment to the United States of 
any right of action against a third party 
arising from the death, personal injury, or 
property-loss claim with respect to which 
settlement is made. 

SEC. 10. The Secretary of the Army shall, 
24 months after the date of enactment of 
this act, transmit to the Congress-

(a) a statement of each claim submitted 
to the Secretary of the Army in accordance 
with this act wliich has not been settled 
by him, with supporting papers and a report 
of his findings of facts and recommenda
tions; and 

(b) a report_ of each claim settled by him 
and paid pursuant to this act. The reports 
shall contain a brief statement concerning 
the character and justice of each claim, the 
amount claimed, and the amount approved 
and paid. 

SEC. 11. Attorney and agent fees shall be 
paid out of the awards hereunder. No at
torney or agent on account of services ren
dered in connection with each claim shall 
receive in excess of 10 percent of the amount 
paid, any contract to the contrary notwith
standing. 

Whoever violates the provisions of this act 
shall be fined a sum not to exceed $5,000. 
· SEC. 12. If any particular provision of this 
act or the application thereof to any person 
or circumstance is held invalid, the re
mainder of the act shall not be affected 
thereby. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second de
manded? 

Mr. MILLER of New York. Mr. Speak
er, I demand a second. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent that a second be consid
ered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. . 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill, 

S. 1077, as amended by the committee, 
is to compensate to a limited extent 
those persons, or their survivors, who 
suffered death, personal injury and 
property losses as a result of the ex
plosions and fires at Texas City, Tex., on 
April 16 and 17, 1947, commonly 
known as the Texas City disaster. 

In 1947 a man-made disaster occurred 
in Texas City, Texas, of almost un
believable proportions. Loaded bags of 
ammonium nitrate f ertilizer--called 
FGAN-stowed for overseas shipment in 
the holds of two ships at the docks in 
that city blew up. The shipment was 
destined . for Fr.ance, as part of the 
United States Government's foreign aid 
program to help the war-ravaged areas 
and famine-stricken peoples overseas. 
Over 570 persons suffered violent death 
in that disaster, and about 3,500 more 
were injured and suffered either delayed 
death or mental and physical anguish 
attendant upon months of hospital con
finement and medical care. In addition, 
approximately 1,000 residences, indus
trial plants and other buildings were 
either totally destroyed, or suffered ma
jor structural damage. Damage to these 
private properties ran into millions· of 
dollars. 

After the disaster court actions were 
instituted in tJ:ie Federal courts in Texas 
under the Tort Claims Act by some 8,000 
claimants. 

After a trial of the issues, the lower 
Federal district court found the Gov
ernment wholly responsible for this 
disaster in that the Federal Govern
ment negligently produc~d. shipped, and 
distributed this inherently dangerous 
fertilizer which blew up at Texas City. 
On appeal, howeyer, both the circuit 
court of appeals and the Supreme Court 
reversed the decision of the lower dis
trict court on the grounds that the 
Government was performing a discre
tionary function and that therefore it 
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could not be sued under the Tort Claims Fourth. It expressly provides that no 
Act. . subrogated insurance claims may be rec-

In the 83d Congress our colleague, ognized, under this bill. 
Congressman CLARK THOMPSON, who reP-. • Since the committee amendment. 
resents that particular area of Texas, eliminates subrogated insurance claims, 
introduced House Resolution 296, which and puts · a limitation. ·of $20;000 on all 
was adopted by the House and which other claims, it is felt that the total 
directed the Judiciary Committee to amount which the Government is likely 
make a complete investigation and study to pay will be substantially less than 
of the disaster at Texas City. _ that claimed in the Federal court cases. 

Accordingly, a special committee was It may be well to mention also that 
appointed, of which I was a member, the Department of Justice would not be 
and it proceeded to Galveston and Texas opposed to legislation to provide re
City, where 3 days of hearings were held. lief along the lines contained in the 
The members of the special committee committee amendment. 
not only heard. some of . the claimants In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
and their lawyers, but we examined the say that only recently the United States 
devastation caused by the explosions, Government provided $1 million for the 
which virtually leveled the city of .TeJf:as families of Japanese :fishermen who were 
City, Tex. In addition, we met and injured by the result of the setting off 
talked with the people who suffered seri- of atomic explosions by the United 
ous injury, some of whom suffered the States Government in the Pacific ocean. 
loss of an arm or a leg. The committee The setting off of an atomic bomb is, 
could not help but be deeply impressed of course, a discretionary function, and 
by the stories of hardship and sorrow the United States Government is not 
which these people suffered, and it is legally liable for any damages which 
most important to note, and I therefore may result therefrom. The Supreme 
wish to deeply impress upon the minds Court has held that the fertilizer which 
of the Members of this Congress, that was being shipped to France as part of 
these people were innocent victims of the this Government's foreign aid was also 
disaster. Regardless of who may or may a discretionary function. The only dif
not have been responsible for this cat~s- ference then between the atomic ex
trophe, the cold, hard fact is that these plosion and the Texas City explosion is 
people, who by act of fate were in this that there Japanese :fishermen were in
area at the time of the explosion, not jured, whereas at Texas City American 
only were unaware that such fertilizer citizens were injured and killed. It is 
was being shipped through their city, hard for the people in Texas to under
but because of the suddenness and stand why the Japanese :fishermen's · 
force of the explosions, could not escape families should be compensated for their 
from them. injuries and not the people of Texas City. 

As a result · of the special subcommit- · I hope 'the House acts favorably upon 
.tee's study, H. R. 9785 was intr,oduced this legislation, and provides · some re
in the 83d congress, and passed by the lief for these people. They ·were inno- · 
House. Brie:fly, that bill conferred juris- cent victims. They did not contribute 
diction on the Army to investigate these to or cause the disaster in any way;· in 
claims and put a monetary limit of $10,- fact, they were unaware of the ferti-
000 on death claims, and a 50-percent lizer's presence in Texas City and when 

b t . 1 Th it exploded with such force and devasta-
limitation on SU roga IOn C aims. e tion, they were Unable to escape from it. 
Senate amended the bill, however, rais- We can never give them back their 
ing the limit on death claims to · $20,000 h 
and eliminating insurance subrogation lives or their limbs w ich they have lost. 

The least this Congress can do is to pro
claims. However, because of the late- vide some measure of assistance to help 
ness of the hour, no conferees were ap- them in their losses. 
pointed to iron out the differences be- Mr. MILLER of New York. Mr. 
tween the Senate and House versions of Speaker, I yield 5 mii:iutes to the gen
that bill, and it died in the 83d Congress. tleman from Maryland [Mr. HYDE]. 

The same legislation was introduced in Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
both Houses this Congress, and since the has more merit to it than any claim bill 
Senate passed its bill first, the House which has come before the Committee 
Committee laid its own bill aside and on the Judiciary since I have been a 
directed its attention to s. 1077, which member of that committee. Justice, 
is presently before us. This commit- · equity, and compassion, it seems to me, · 
tee had amended the bill by, in effect, compel this Congress to adopt this bill. 
substituting a clean bill. The important If there is anything wrong with the 
provisions of the committee amend- bill, I would say it is the restrictions 
ments are four: . that the committee placed upon it; that 

First. It denies any equitable or legal is, restrictions on the amount of in:-
. - dividual recovery. For my own part, I 

responsibility on the ·part of the United think it is rather unconscionable to put 
States Government. In providing com- a limit 011 the personal injury damages 
pensation for these people, the commit- such as has been.placed in this bill, but; 
tee amendment bases such relief on the of course, I am obliged to bow to the will 
theory that such payments are to be of the majority-of the committee in that 
·made in the nature of disaster relief respect. 
benefits. Mr. WilLIS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
. Second. It confers jurisdiction on the gentleman yield? 
Army to settle the claims. Mr. HYDE. I yield to the gentleman 

Third. It puts a maximum limitation from Louisiana, 
of $20,000 on all claims !or death, per- Mr. WILLIS. Is there any doubt 
sonal injury and property damage, and whatsoever in the gentleman's mind on 

the proposition that. if this explosio:i;t 
had occurred a:Q.9, the operator had been 
a private . corporation,.. the private 
corporation would have been liable? · 

Mr. HYDE, ... A'A.ere . i$. absolutely I).O 

doubt in my mind .in tha~ .re8pect~ - As,, 
a matter of fact, I put the .Same ques:__ · 
tion to the attorneys for the Govern
ment who appeared before our commit~ 
tee and testified on this bill, some of 
whom testified at one :Point in opposi
tion to it, and they did not express any 
doubt in their minds, either, in that 
respect. 

Mr. WILLIS. I might say that I am 
a member of the Committee on the Ju
diciary, too, and that is my opinion. But 
I think that is very significant and should 
be considered by the House, that had the 
plant been in the operation of an indi..
vidual corporation, there would be no 
question as to where ~he responsibility 
would lie for the accident. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HYDE. I yield to the chairman of 
our committee. 

Mr. CELLER. Is it not true also that 
the Committee on the Judiciary as a 
matter of grace rather than as a matter 
of law has allowed these claims; and 
furthermore, the charge that is made 
that the insurance companies would 
profit is unfounded; that is, the insur
ance companies will not profit by this 
bill? . 

Mr. HYDE. That is absolutely right. 
The insurance companies will not profit. 
I . think one of the ·inisunderstandings 
about claims bills before this Congress 
is the · matter · of · legal · uability,- · i:f 
there is any legal liability then- clai:nis 
bills· would n9t come to Congress. They 
would be adjudicated in court. 

Mr. BRAY. Mr: Speaker, will the 
.gentleman yield? · 

Mr. HYDE. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. BRAY. The injured party has al

ready exhausted his remedy at iaw, has 
he not? · 

Mr. ' HYDE. That is true. · 
Mr. BRAY. And this is not in the na

ture of any legal claim against the 
United States. It is ·a matter of relief 
according to who was responsible for the 
~cl~~? . 

Mr. HYDE. Yes, that is right. I 
might say, however,· that there probably . 
would be some dispute here as to the 
matter of blame, but it is not a question 
of blame, and I shall try to explain that 
if I get sufficient time. 

Mr. ·HAND. Mr. Speaker, will the gen• 
tleman yield? 

Mr. HYDE; I yield. 
Mr. HAND. Is this claim based on 

any negligence on the part of the Gov
ernment of the United States? 

Mr. HYDE. · No. · 
Mr. HAND. It is a matter of grace? 
Mr. HYDE. This is a_matter of justice. 
Mr. HAND. Has the committee con-

sidered a similar situation in South Am-
boy, N. J.? . 

Mr. HYDE. Not to my kpowledge. 
Mr. HAND. I thank the gentleman. 

We will see that you do. 
Mr. HYDE. We will be glad to con

sider it. 
· I might say, on the question of negli

gence, that issue is not before the Con-
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g·ress. However, the fact remains that 
the courts' have said that here was a · 

·product being· shipped under a Govern
ment .program, and it was a highly dan
gerous product, which cannot be denied, 
because the product exploded and killed 
over 560 people and injured over 3,000. 
As a matter of fact, the Supreme Court 
in that connection said this: 

Following the disaster, of course, no one 
'could fail to be impressed with the bl'l.mt 
! act that FGAN would explode. 

In a dissenting opinion, the Court, on 
a matter of fact-this is ·not a question 
of opinion, now, but a matter of fact-
said: · · · -

In addition, there was a considerable his
tory ovei: a period, of years of unexplained 
fires and explosions involving such ammo
nium nitrate. · 

So.you have a-dangerous product, dan~ 
gerously explosive, being shipi)ed under 
a Government program and ·exploding in 
this little· city of rrexas City. It did · all 
of 'this damage. · To my mind it cannot 
be distinguished in any manner what
soever from the Port Chicago disaster 
where an ammunition ship exploded and 
this Congress voted to pay claims in that 
case. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman has expired. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes· to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BROOKS]. 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I am strongiy in favor of the Forrester 
Texas C1ty relief bili,.S. '1077, as amended , 
by the House Judiciary Committee, which · 
grants- $20,CYOO maximum compensation · 

· each for death, personal injuries, and 
property losses, and I respectfully 'l.lrge 
its passage at this time~ . 

·In ·April 1947, two explosions originat
ing in ships docked and loaded at Texas 
City, Tex., rocked the entire community 
and surrounding area. Five. hundred 
and seventy persons were killed and an 
estimated 3,500 persons were injured. 
The entire volunteer fire department of 
more than 40 members was com:Pietely 
wiped out a.S the second ship exploded 
while the volunteers were fighting the 
first blaze. And, of course, along with 
the tragic loss of life and injury tc>' the 
citizens of Texas City, was the tremen
dous loss of homes and property. 

Under the United States Constitution 
setting . up our courts, this µiatte:r was 
tried and neither the first circuit court of 
appeals . nor the Supreme Court of ·the 
United States has held that any of the 
victims of the Texas City explosions has 
any legally established claim for com
pensation from the Vnited States Gov
ernment. 
F ORRESTER BILL . COVERS 99 PERCENT OF CLAIMS 

De.spite thi~while denying any equi
table or legal responsibility on the part 
of the · United States aovernmen.t-f or 
compassionate· reasons, to alleviate hard
ship, and in a genuine effort to help the· 
unfortunate victhn.s of these tragic ex
plosions, I -wholeheartedly endorse and 
support the House Judjciary ·s\1bstitute 
for ·s. 1077, drafted .by Hon.' 'E." L. FoR
RESTER, of Georgia. The Forrester sub
stitute provides"for a maximum award of 
$2:>,'00"0 each foi· death claims, for per-· 

sonal-injury claims, and for property 
damage. 

Since the Forrester substitute was 
adopted by the House committee, a for
mer colleague of mine in the Texas Leg
islature who represents, as an attorney, · 
a great many of the Texas City claim- · 
ants, called to talk with me; · This Texas 
City attorney told me that the Forrester 
substitute would cover 99 percent of the 
individual Texas City claimants. This 
bill, as amended, is an honorable bill we 
can all support and which would bring 
long-overdue compensation for the hun
dreds of Texas City citizens killed and 
maimed and whose property was dam-
aged in the tragic 1947 explosions. . 

The Forrester substitute does. not, first, 
recognize or assume the equitable and 
compassionate responsibility of the 
United States Government for the dam
ages sustained by reason of these explo- . 
sions and fires. Insurance companies 
have paid out $41.2 million in claims 
awarded to policyholders who suffered 
losses at Texas City. Mr. Bryan, attor_. 
ney for proponents of S. 1077, in August 
1954 before a Senate Judiciary . subcom
mittee said: "Once you waive immunity, · 
subrogation can result." 

Assuming resPonsibility on the part of 
the Government would invite these in- · 
surance companies to shift the coot of 
these claims to the American taxpayer, 
whlle p<)licyholders have since 194'.7 al
ready ~id premiums on adjusted rates 
to compensate for these losses. If Uncle 
Sam has to cover the losses, why ~oes not 
Uncle Sam. collec:t the premiu~s? . 

{The Forrester. substitute , does not, . 
second, allow unl~mited claims on loss~s 
at Texas .City and enable large c.orP.ora
tions which .were operating in the area 
in 1947 to collect up to $72.8 million f_i:om 
the Treasury. Testimony before special 
House and Senate subcommittees has 're.::· 
vealed that 6 c.orporations have claims 
on file totaling $72.8 million to compen~ 
sate for their losses. Further testimony 
maintains that this total might be scaled 
down to about $43 million. That is stili · 
a pretty healthy windfall at our expense 
when the highest Federal.courts have not 
held that there is any legal liability on 
the part of the Federal Government for, 
this disaster .. 

As you gentlemen well know, time is 
of primary consideration in this in
stance, both because the first session 
of the 84th Congress is drawing.to a close, 
and l;>ecause the victims of the Texas 
City disaster are long overdue this con
sideration by their Government. How
ev:er, in view of the approximately $38,-
800,000 maximum payable under this bill 
as amended, and the desirability for the 
multimillion dollar revision by- this 
House amendment to the Senate bill, I 
would respectfully ask favorable con.:. 
sideration of this bill as amended by the 
House ·Judiciary Committee granting 
desperately needed compensation di-
1·ectly to the people who suffered injury, 
loss of property and for deaths in the 
catastrophe of April 16 and 17, 1947: 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Iowa. · 

Mr. SCHWENGEL. I note what was 
said by the gentleman', and also what 

. was · said in the report, that you put a 
limitation on a death of · $20,000. · I can 
understand · going . over · the· normal · 
amount paid undel,' compensation· laws 
in the States for injuries, to people who
are. still living. My question is, How is it , 
that you allow $20,000 for a death claim 
here when we allow only $10,000 in the · 
case of a soldier boy who is shot? 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. That is not 
exactly the same proposition. Some of 
the people involved here, quite frankly, 
were engineers, men whose life expec
tancy might. have been 30 more years, 
who might have had an earning capacity 
of $7,000 or $8,00() or possibly $10,000 a 
year. The $20,000 death claim would 
not be unusual under. tne civilian laws 
applicable in not only Texas but many 
States. · 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

. Mr. CELLER. This does not mean 
$20,000 to the family or estate of each 
victim, it is a maximum that may be re
duced by those. who are going to parcel 
out the damages. · 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. That is ex
actly right. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? . 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. · 

Mr. McCORMACK. Where there is · 
pain and suffering the amount could be · 
unlimited in any State court. 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. I think that 
is true. · · · · · · · · 

Mr. CELLER. Is .it not true that this 
House passed a similar bill in the last 
Congress? · · · · 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. Yes; we · 
passed a similar bill in the last Congress. · 
l hope we· get this one passed in this 
Congress without further difficulty. 

Mr. ORO~. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. BROOKS of Texas. I yield to the 
gentleman froni Iowa. 

Mr. d&oss: What is the overall cost 
of the biil, can the gentleman say? 

Mr. BROOKS of ·Texas. The overall 
cost ·of the bill varies. The estimates 
run from $38 million· for this particular 
bill on up. It is diffi.cult to say how high 
you could go under the original bill as 
submitted, but under the ·Forrester bill I 
think $38 million would be a conserva
tive estimate of what the cost might be. 

Mr. MILLER of New York. Mr.· 
Speaker, I yield myself 5· minutes. 

Mr: Speaker; I think I have voted 
against every handout bill that has been· 
before me since I have been in the Con
gress, yet I wholeheartedly endorse and 
support this bill and the principles un~ 
derlying it. I know of no case in my 
experience where there has been such 
a manifestation of recklessness, of negli
gence~ of irrespansibility as was mani
fested by the Government of the United 
States in connection with this matter. 

This case has a record of over 20,000 
pages through th~ courts, and more be
fore our committee. 

The production of this ammonium ni
trate was solely and wholly within the 
jurisdiction of the Government. It made 
it in its ordnance plant. It labeled it 
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as a fertilizer. It shipped it . in inter
state commerce at .rates which are less 
than the rates which would be charged 
by the railroads for ·explosives. · It- was 
unloaded in Texas City and put into the 
ship by longshoremen . who were paid 
at rates less than they would have been 
paid for loading explosives. When these 
bags were loaded, the ordnance ·people 
were called on the telephone and · asked 
if there was anything dangerous in this 
fertilizer, and the ordnance · people in
formed the people at the warehouse 
there was nothing dangerous in this 
product at all. When it was stored in 
the hold it was treated by steam, which 
is the· very thing you would not do if it 
was an explosive. It is .wholly and solely 
the responsibility of the Government of 
the United States that this explosion 
occurred. · 

We have indemnified the people of 
Japan who were injured as the result 
of the explosion of the atom bombs. We 
have ·given relief to people who have 
suffered· as the result of ·tornadoes. · We 
had claim.s·commissions·running all over 
the world during the ·war indemnifying 
our allies for claims arising out of war · 
damage that had no basis in negligence 
at all. 

No ·court has ever said the· Govern· 
ment was not negligent in this case. 
The only court that found, found ·that 
the Government of the.United States was 
negligent, and was r-esponsible. The ap· 
pellate courts refused to entertain 'the 
cases simply because they sa:id they did 
n:ot come within the purview of the Tort 
Claims Act, a construction of the statute 
such as we had the other day with the 
gas bill in connection with the Supreme 
Court decision. 

The fact remains, however, that these 
people never have· had theit day in court 
because the court said, "we cannot con-: 
sider them, they do not' come within 
the purview ·of the Tort Claims Act." 
But they have never said the Govern
ment was not negligent or the Govern· 
ment was not responsible. Only because 
of this cloak of immunity have we not 
paid these people who suffered injury, 
death, and property damage only as a 
result of -the acts of negligence of this 
Government. 
· This is not a bill of charity. This is 
a bill of justice. It is a bill which gives 
a minimum of . justice and not a maxi-
mum of justice. ' 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of New York. I yield. 
· Mr. CELLER. · Did we not establish a 

precedent for a bill of this character 
when we passed the so-called Port Chi· 
cago-California explosion bill? 
· Mr. MlLLER of New York. It is ex

actly the same thing. We treated the 
people in the Port Chicago case just as 
we are attempting to treat the people 
of Texas City at the present time. · 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLER of New York. I yield. 
Mr. McCORMACK. I understand also 

under this bill it is so worded that there 
will be no reimbtirsement of any insur
ance company. 

Mr. MILLER of New York. There are 
no subrogated claims here. No insur· 

ance company and no corporations are 
going to get anything. Just the widows 
and orphans and those who were injured 
by this explosion caused by the acts o! 
our agents, tlle agents of· the Govern· 
ment of the United States, will get any. 
thing. I say it was a record of negli
gence and incompetency which caused 
this explosion. 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield further? · 

Mr. MILLER of New York . . I yield. 
Mr. CELLER. Is it not true also that 

we left the jurisdiction with the Secre· 
tary for the Army to settle these claims 
and we were loathe to put the claims in 
the United States district ·courts because 
of the heavily cluttered up calendars of 
those courts that if we superimpose on 
the work of the · judges the handling of 
these claims, . there would be the neces
sity of appointing masters and auditors 
and referees and that it would. be more 
expeditious to let the Department of De
fense handle these claims? 

Mr. MILLER of New York. That is 
true. The :figures involved .here. are · not 
final but whatever it is, it is justice.- We 
do lustice for everyone else and we 
should do justice for the people here in 
our own country: . 

Mr. LANE. Mr, Speaker, .r ·yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. FORRESTER]. 

Mr. FORRESTER. · Mr. Speaker, the 
bill we are ipresently considering is the 
substitute that I offered in-c>ur commit. , 
tee. I think it well that you kno'\\1. a 
little something about the ·background 
of this legislation. When this bill came 
from the other body, they had a provi
sion in their bill, and I would like some 
of the gentlemen who asked questions a 
few moments ago to listen especially
they had a provision in the bill holding 
that the Government of the United 
States ·was responsible for the disaster., 
in other words; legally responsible. In 
addition to that, they had the sky as the 
limit as to· the recovery for death, per
sonal injuries, and property damage. It 
just so happens that the Circuit Court 
of Appeals of the United States and the 
United states Supreme ·court disagreed 
with their theory of responsibility. The 
Supreme Court and the Court of Appeals; 
held that this did not come within the 
Tort Claims Act. Of course, that is· com· • 
pletely correct. However, I part com. 
pany with anyone who says ·that the 
courts did not go into the facts and rule 
against the claimants on the facts ·also. 
At last 6 of 7 courts of appeals judges 
held that there was no 1 negligence or 
liability on the part of the United States 
Government. 

Now, that appealed to me and I know 
it appeals to you, and it appealed strong. 
ly to a great majority of the members of 
the House Committee on the Judiciary 
who, with the exception of myself, are 
splendid lawyers. They just simply 
would not go on record as holding the 
Government legally responsible. We 
were not going to do that because of 
these reasons. Ail of this fertilizer pro
gram was occasioned by Executive order 
and by authority from the Congress. 
The plaintiffs in their cases, and in all 
their arguments, admit that never at any 
time did any employees of the Govern-

ment of the United States deviate fr~m 
their orders and their instructions. . ' If 
that can be ·the basis ·Of negligence and 
legal .liability, then the judg·e of a court · 
by the same token •is liable-for an erro. 
neous decision; If the· fire department 
goes out and tries to put ·out a :fire in your 
house and fails · to put out the fire, then 
you can sue the fire department ahd 
the city for damages. 

Another objection we had to that was 
that if you say, as the Senate was trying 
to say, that there was legal responsi
bility-do not kid TIC FORRESTER, do not 
k1~ anybody else_:_if you say that there 
is no way oh earth .to shut out insurance 
companies, the law is _abs9lutelY plain. 
rr anybody is entitled to recover legally 
then it is absurd to say that you would 
give John Jones a certain thing but you 
must deny the same to Bill Smith. It 
simply 'does not make good sense; 

We put in this bill, this substitute, that 
there is no legal liability up(>n· this 
Government. 

Proceeding from th'at standpoint ·I 
say that in8tead of -this ·bill's beillg tiri· 
conscionable- as described, 'I say it -is ' a 
most reasonable bill. It shows a com
passionate heart and a compassionate 
spirit upon the part of this HotA.se. lam 
the man who suggested it. · · · 

I will tell you now, the only way any 
bill . could . come out of this committee 
was on this basis. 

I want t9 express my thanks for the 
assistance of 'the gentlem'an from Texas 
[M;r. ~R~oKSJ, who,~ w~n~ ·~o tell_you, is 
greatly responsible for the bringing of 
this bill here ·today. It was Mr. BROOKS 
who persuaded us to raise' th.e re-covecy 
ceilings tq $20,000 instead of '$15,000. 
Without him there would be no bill. 

The only way that you can lock up 
insurance companies, the only way· that 
you ca~ solve this question that there · 
is no legal .liability is to pass this bill. , 
I am only telling you that ·I want the 
Senate to stay with it. If they do not 
stay with it I want the conferees to 
know that you mean for them to stay 
with it. 
~r MILLER of New York. Mr. · 

Speaker, I yi~ld to the distinguished gen
t,leman from Missouri for a consent re· 
quest. 

.. Mr -SHORT: Mr. _· Speaker, I ask 
unanim~us consent that following the re
marks I made in the Committee of. the 
Whole this afternoon I may include an 
editorial which appeared in the last Sun· · 
day's edition of the Joplin Globe~ . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
s.ouri? 
· There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLER of New Yorir. . Mr. 
Speaker, I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BOYLEJ, .a .member of the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary. . . . · . 

Mr. BOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I regret 
that a matter of this consequence comes 
up at this late hour . . However, I can 
assure everybody present here that the 
matter received studied and careful con
sideration in the Judiciary Committee. 

I probably am as familiar with this 
record as anybody in this Congress, and 
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I want to tell ·you it was a very tough 
and difficult problem. I want to com
mend all of my colleagues on the Judici
ary Committee for their painstaking ap
proach to this situation. 

This is a simple matter as it is resolved 
in this bill. I am one who with the gen
tleman from Georgia [Mr. FORRESTER] 
feels that there is no legal liability as far 
as paying these claims is concerned. 

Mr. FORRESTER. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BOYLE. I yield. 
Mr. FORRESTER. The great major

ity of the members of the Committee on 
the Judiciary also felt that way and in
sisted on that. · Is not that· true? · 

Mr. BOYLE. That is a fact. This is a 
bill that is a result of true, honest com
promise. The committee felt that the 
judiciary being-the highest court in the 
land, being a court of conscience; r_ecog
nized that that which ought to be done 

··should be done. We feel that in this bill 
we have done that; we feel we have sat
isfield the conscience of this Congress, 
that this was a disaster, that a lpt of 
people were killed and injured and a lot 
of property damaged as a result of this 
occurrence. 

We have spelled out categorically so · 
that there will not be any possible ques- . 
tion of legal liability that this is a gra
tuity, this is merely a contribution, and 
that the door should not be left open for 
any subrogated claims to come in on the 
basis that there was a lack of real honest 
and fair treatment. 
. I submit that thi$ bill is a law of con

s.cience and that there· is a lot of tender 
charity in it, and I recommend, Mr . . 
Speaker, that it be passed. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 min
utes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
THOMPSON]; author of the House bill. · 
- Mr. THOMPSON . of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, there is very little more to be 
said. I express deep gratitude to the 
gentlemen who have preceded me and 
who have presented the case well and 
who have spent many hours trying .to do 
justice to my people. . . . 

There is only one piece of mf ormat1on 
I should like to give you. This comes 
from the studied opinion of the attorneys 
who have been with the case for the past 
8 years. It deals with the amount that 
may be paid under the present bill. It 
is estimated the death claims will not be 
over $5 mHlion, it is estimated that per
sonal injury claims will be $1 % million 
and not over that and it is estimated 
that property damage will not be over 
$500,000, which makes a total of $7 mil
lion. That is a very modest sum. 

Mr. DAWSON of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. THOMPSON of Texas. . I yield to 
the gentleman from Utah. 

Mr. DAWSON of Utah. Do any of the 
attorneys participate in these funds that 
might be appropriated? 

Mr. THOMPSON of Texas. The at
torneys are paid fees, yes, of course. 

Mr. Speaker, to bring the Texas City 
disaster legislation into proper focus, let 
us first review the history of the case. 
There are some points which need npt be 
discussed because, so far as I know, 
everyone who has paid any attention to 
the case concedes that they are true. 

First, we all agree that the explosions House measure · and there was not suffi
were caused by a concoction labeled fer- cjent time to compose the differences be
tilizer grade ammonium nitrate. There fore adjournment. For that reason, the 
was no question that the product was '!'exas City claimants come back to this 
manufactured by and for the United Congress with exactly the same merits as 
States Government in Army ordnance have been acted upon favorably in both 
plants, that it was under Government bodies. 
control at all times, and that it was being The bill which is before you today pro
shipped to Europe as a part of our for- vides for a very small settlement. It pro
eign-aid program. vides for a limit on death claims, claims 

I shall not discuss the question of for personal injury, and for property 
negligence because for the present con- damage of $20,000. If the :figures remain 
sideration of the House, it is not ma- unchanged, and so far as I am concerned 
terial. The fact that the product which I am not going to suggest that they be 
exploded was something made by and un- amended here today, the total outlay 
der the control of the United States Gov- should not exceed $5 million for death 
ernment' makes the people who were claims, $1,500,000 for . personal injury, 
victims of the explosion as entitled to · and $500,000 for uninsured damage to · 
remuneration as were the victims of the · property. . · . 
Port Chicago explosion during the war. I point out to you, however, that while 
- In that case, an ammunition ship blew the majority o·f tne death claims will fall 

up in the harbor doing great damage to wen · below the $20,-000 limit and while 
Port Chicago and 'its people. That case most of the injury claims would also 
was handled in a nianrier similar to that come well within it, there are some of 
which has been :Presented to you today. the latter which ought to be compensated. 
The Texas City case has one important more liberally. Fathers who were in
difference. Between the Port Chicago jured so seriously that they cannot earn 
explosion and the Texas City explosion, a livelihood, men . with legs blown off; · 
the Congress had passed what is known cases like that ought to have more than 
as the Federal Tort Claims Act. $20,000 compensation. 
- ·The victims filed their claims in the I also point out that these death and 
Fed.era! district court, which held in injury claims should not be subject. to 
favor of the claimants. It was appealed deductions of amounts received from in
and :finally the Supreme Court, on a 4 to surance · companies. I realize the good 
3 decision, held that the Tort Claims Act intention of the. sponsors of the substi
did not apply. Three of the Justices tute to the Senate measure, which is un
held that it did. The.question of respon- der consideration today. I agreed with 
s-ibility was not decided by the ·supreme them when they insisted on leaving sub
Court. They merely said that the law rogated cla-ims out of the bill entirely . 
did not apply. However, if the limits now in the bill 
- When this decision was rendered in prevail, some very meritorious corpora..:. 

· 1953, I discussed the matter at con8ider- tions will be shut out. one of these is the · 
able length with the then chairman of city o_f Texa8 City which suffered a loss 
the Committee on the Judiciary, the gen- of $231,000. They lost their entire vol
tleman from lliinois [Mr. REED] and with unteer fire department which was on the 
other distinguished members of that dock :fighting the fire when the explosion 
committee. We concluded that since occurred. Much of their street and sewer 
there was, evidently, reason to believe system was destroyed and had to be re
that the Government was responsible, the buUt. . Public buildings were seriously 
people should still have a forum in which damaged. Possibly in conference with: 
to seek redress; and that since the Su- the other body, which has passed 'unani
preme Court had held that the Tort . mously a more liberal bill, these pay-· 
Claims Act did not apply, there remained ments may be liberalized. 
but one such forum and that was the Under the present bill, the total claims 
Congress. should not be more than $7 million-$5. 

The prospect of filing several thousand million for death claims, $1,500,000 for 
private claims did not appeal to me and 
because of the magnitude of the case, personal injury, and $500,000 for unin-
:ftnancially and otherwise, it seemed best sured damage to property. 
to first establish whether or not the Gov- I urge passage of the bill and I trust 
ernment was responsible. that the conference committee will act 

To accomplish this, I introduced House promptly and grant this meager compen
R~solution 296 in June of 1953. It pro- sation to my people who have waited. 8 
vided that the Committee on Judiciary or years for their Government to pay its 
a subcommittee thereof should make a just debt. 
full and complete investigation and The SPEAKER. The question is on 
study of the merits, if any, of all claims suspending the rules and passing the bill. 
against the United States resulting from The question was taken; and <two
the explosions. It further provided that . thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
that committee should make recommen- the rules were suspended and the bill was 
dations as to subsequent procedure. passed. , 

After extensive hearings in Texas City, A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
Galveston, and Washington, that com- table. 
mittee reported that the Government 
was responsible and recommended pas- The title was amended so as to read: 
sage of legislation to settle the claims. 14 An act to provide for settlement of 
In June of the following year, this House claims resulting from the disaster which 
passed such legislation without a dis- occurred at Texas City, Tex., on April 16 
senting vote. It was late in the session and 17, 1947." 
and although the Senate passed similar Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
legislation, it differed somewhat from the mous consent that all Members may 
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have 5 legislative days fn ·whieh "t6 ex- · 
tend their remarks on the bill just 
passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts? · 

There was no objection. 
· Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the · 
Speaker's desk the bill (S. 1077) to pro- · 
vide for settlement of claims for dam- : 
ages resulting from the disaster which 
occurred at Texas City, Tex., on April 
16 and 17, 1947, with House amendment 
thereto, insist on the House amendment 
and ask for a conference with the Senate. 
. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to · 

the request of the gentleman from New · 
York? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. CELLER, LANE, FORRES- · 
TER, MILLER of New York, and HYDE. 

- t4) The Admiriistrator of ·General · Ser\7-
ices; 

( 5) The Administrator of the Housing and 
Home Finance Agency; 

(6) The Director of the International Co
operation Administration; 

(7) The Deputy Director of the Office of 
Defense Mobilization; 

(8) The Administrator of the Federal Civil 
Defense Administration; 

(9) The · Chairman of the Renegotiation 
Board; · 

( 10) The Director of the United States 
Information Agency; 
· (11) The President of the Export-Import 

Bank of Washington; 
(12) The Governor of -the Farm Credit 

Administration; 
( 13) The Chairman of the Council of Eco

nomic Advisers; 
( 14) The Associate Director of the Federal . 

Bureau of Investigation, Department of 
Justice. 
· SEC. 106. The annual rate of basic compen

sation for each of the offices or positions· 
listed in this section shall be $20,000, as 

1 follows: 
FEDERAL EXECUTIVE PAY ACT OFi (1) The Assistant Comptroller General of. 

the United States~ 
1955 - (2) The Deputy Director of the Bureau of 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill <H: R. 7619) to adjust the 
rates of compensation of the heads of 
the executive departments and of cer-. 
tain other omcials of the Federal Gov
ernment, and for other purposes. J 

· The Clerk read as follows: 

the Budget; · 
(3) The Under Secretary of the Army; 

- (4) The Under Secretary of the Navy; 
(5) The Under Secretary of the Air Force; , 
(6) The Deputy Administrator of Veter

ans' Affairs; 
(7) The Director of tne Federal Mediation

and Conciliation Service; 
. (8) The Chairman of the United States 

· Civil Service Cbmmission; · 
Be it enacted, etc., That this act may be: , (9 ) Each member (other than the Chair-

clted as the "Federal Executives Pay Act of man) of the Council of Economic Advisers; 
1955." ' ' (10) Each member of the Board of Gov-
TITLE I-BASIC COMPENSATION FOR . HEADS OF. e.rnor& of the J.i'~deral Reserve System;, 

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS AND OTHER FEDERAL· ( 11) . Each member of the Board Of Direc-; 
OFFICIALS tors of the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpo-
SEC. 101. The annual rate of basic compen-· ration; 

sation of the head of each executive depart- - (12) The Comptroller of the Currency; 
ment and of the Secretary of Defense shall ( 13) Each Deputy Under Secretary of the 
be $25,000. ) Department of State; 

SEC. 102. The annual rate of basic compen- (14) The First Vice President of the Ex-
sation of the Deputy Secretary of Defense,, port-Import Banko:( Washington; 
of the Under Secretary of State, of the Di-, ( 15) The Chairman of the Fe~eral Mari-
rector, Office of ·Defense Mob111zation, pf the time Board, Department of Commerce; 
Comptroller General of the United States, · (16) The Deputy Director of the United 
and of the Director of the Bureau of the States Information Agency; . 
Budget shall be $22,500: (17} The Deputy Administrator of the 

SEC. 103. The annual rate of basic compen-· Federal Civil Defense Administration;· 
~ation of the Secretary of the Army, of the (18) The Deputy Director of the Interna-· 
Secretary of the Navy, of the Secretary of the tional Cooperation Administration; 
Air Force, of the Director of the Federaf _ (19) The D~puty .P.irecwx: of Central In_. 
Bureau of Investigation, Department of Jus- telligence. . 
tice, and of the Director of Central Intem..: · SEC. 107.· (a) The -annual rate of basic 
gence shall be $22,000. compensation for each of the offices or posi-. 
_ SEC. 104. Section 105 of title a of the tions listed in this section shall be $19,000. 
United States Code is amended to read as as follows: 
follows: ~ ( 1) The Assistant to the Director of th& 
"Compensation of secretaries and executive, Federal Bureau of Investigation, Department 

administrative, and staff assistants to of Justice; · -
· President , (2) Each Assistant Secretary of an execu

~ive department; 
"§ 105. The President is authorized to fix 

the compensation of the six administrative 
assistants authorized to be appointed undei: 
section 106 of this title, of the Executive 
Secretary of the National Security Council, 
and of five other secretaries or other im-' 
mediate staff assistants in the White House 
Office, as follows: 2 at rates not exceeding 
$22,500 per annum, 3 at rates not exceeding 
$21,000 per annum, and 7 at rates not ex
ceeding $19,000 per annum." · · 

SEc. 105. Tue annual rate of basic compen~ 
sation for each of the offices or positions 
listed in this section shall be $21,000, as 
follows: • 
. (1) Each Under Secretary of an executiVf3 
department (other than the Department o~ 
State); 

(2) The Deputy Postmaster Genera1; ; 
· (3) The Administrator of Veterans' Af
fairs; 

(3) Each Assistant .Postmaster General; 
( 4) The Fiscal Assistant Secretary of the 

Treasury; 
(5) The Director of the National Advisory 

Committee for Aeronautics; : 
(6) Each member of the Civil Aeronautics 

Board; 
_ (7) Each member of the Federal Commu-: 
nications Commission; 
. (8) Each member o!" the Federal Power 

Commission; 
•· (9) Each· member of the Federal Trade 
Commission; 
.. (10) Each member of the Interstate Com• 
merce Commission; · 
: (11) Each .member of the National Labor 
Relations Board;. • · · 
: (12) · Each member of the Nation~l lr:ledia
tion Board; · - . . · 
. ( 13) Each member Of the Railroad Retire~ 
ment Board; 

. { 14) · F.ach member of ·the Securities and · 
Exchange Commission; 

( 15) Each member of the Board of Direc
tors of the Tennessee Valley Authority; 

- (16) Each member (other than the Chair
~an) of the United States Civil Service Com
mission; 

· ( 17) Each member of the United States 
Tariff Commission; 

. (18) The General Counsel 9f the National 
Labor Relations Board; 

, (19) The Deputy Administrator of General 
Services; -

(20) The Archivist of the United States; 
(21) The Commissioner of Internal Rev-

enue; · · 
(22) The Commissloner of Immigration 

~d Naturalization; 
(23) The Commissioner of Public Roads; 
(24) The Administrator of Civil Aeronau-

tics; · 
· (25) The Administrator of the Rural Elec

trification Administration; 
(26) The Counselor of the Department of 

state; 
• (27) The Governor Qf Alaska; 
_ (28) The Governor of Hawaii; 
. (29) The Governor of the Virgin Islands; 

(30) The Governor of the Canal Zone; 
(31~ The Public Printer; 
(32} The Librarian of Congress; 

' (33) The Architect of the Capitol; 
, (34) The President of the Federal National 

Mortgage Association, Housing and Home 
F'inanc·e Agency; · 

. (35) The Deputy Administrator of the 
}fousing and Home Finance Agency; . 

(36) Each member· of the Home Loan Bank 
Board, Housing and Home Finance Agency; 

· (37) The Public Housing Commissioner, 
Housing and Home Finance Agency; 
- (38) The Federal Housing Commissioner., 

Housing and Home Fi~ance Agency; 
. (39) Each Assistant Secretary of the Army; 
. (40) Each Assistant Secretary of the ]'lavy; 

( 41) Each Assistant Secretary of the Air 
Force; 

(42) The Special Assistant to the Secretary 
(Health and Medical Affairs), Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare; 

( 43) The Cha,irman of the Mill tary Liaison 
Comm\ttee t~ the Atomic Energy Commis
sion, Department of Defense; 

(44) The Administrator, Bureau of Secu
rity and Consular Affairs, Department of 
State; ·· · 

( 45) Each member of the Board of Direc~ 
tors-of .the Export-Import Bank of Washing-
ton; . 

(46) Each ·member of the Foreign Claims' 
Settlement Commission of the United States; 

(47) Each member (other than the Chair
man) of the Federal Maritime Board, Depart
ment of Commerce; 

( 48) Each Assistant Director of the Bureau 
of the Budget; . 

(49) Each member (other than the Chair-. 
m.an) of the Renegotia~ion Boa.rd; 

(50) The Administrator, Wage and Hour 
and Public Contracts Divisions, Department 
of Lab.or; · 

( 51) The Director of the National Science 
Foundation; 

(52) ·Each member of the Subversive Ac~ 
tlvitles Control Board; 

(53) The Solicitor, General Counsel, LegaJ 
~dvlset, or other chief legal officer of each 
executive department (excluding the De
partment of Justice) ; 

(54) The 10" assistant directors, Interna
tional Cooperation Administration, desig.:. 
nated under section 1 (d) of Reorganization 
Plan No. 7 o'f 1953. and section 527 (b) Of the 
Mutual Security Act ot 1954, respectively; 
· · ( 55) The Administrator of the St. Law
rence Seaway Development Corporation; 

(56) The Administrator of the Small Busi
ness Admirilstration. 
· (b) -The first sentElnce of section 603 of 
title 28 Of . the. Unite~ States Code (relating 
to the annual compensation of the Director 
of the Administrative Office of the United 



1955 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 12475 
States Courts) is amended to read as.follows: 
"The Director shall receive a salary o! $19,000 
a year." 

SEC. 108. The annual rate o! basic compen- . 
sation for each of the offices or positions 
listed in this section shall be $17,500, as 
follows: 

( 1) The Associate Director of the Federal 
Mediation and Conciliation Service; 

(2) The Director of Selective Service; 
( 3) Each Commissioner of the Indian 

Claims Commission; 
(4) Each Commissioner of the United 

States Court of Claims; 
(5) The Assistant Architect of the Capi

tol; 
(6) The Chief Assistant Librarian of Con

gress; 
(7) The Deputy Public Printer. 
SEC. 109. The annual rate of basic compen

sation for each of the offices or position listed 
in this section shall be $17,000, as follows: 

( 1) The Treasurer of the United States; 
(2) The Commissioner, Federal Supply 

Service, General Services Administration; 
(3) The Director of the Bureau of Prisons, 

(7) The Commissioner of Customs, De
partment of the Treasury; 

. (8) The Commissioner of .Narcotics, De
partment of the Treasury; 

. (9) Tfle Administrator-, Bonneville Power 
Administration; 

( 10) The Deputy Administrator of the St. 
Lawrence Seaway Development Corporation; 

(11) The Director, Division of Slum Clear
ance and Urban Redevelopment, Housing and 
Home Finance Agency; 

(12) The Director of Housing Research, 
Housing and Home Finance Agency; 

(13) Each Deputy Administrator, Small 
Business Administration. 

SEc, 110. Except as otherwise specifically 
provided in this title, the chairman or other 
head of each independent board or commis
sion in the executive branch shall receive, 
during the period of his service as chairman 
or-other head of such board or commission, 
annual bask compensation at a rate which 
is $500 more than the annual rate of basic 
compensation prescribed by this title :!:or the 
other members of such board or commission. 

Department of Justice; TITLE II-INCREASES IN MAXIMUM LIMITATIONS 
( 4) The Commissioner, Public Buildings ON BASIC COMPENSATION UNDER CLASSIFICA-

Service, General Services Administration; TION ACT OF 1-949 AND oTHER LAWS 
(5) The Commissioner of Social Security, SEC. 201. (a) The compensation schedule 

Department of Health, Education, and Wel- ' for tl}e General Schedule. cop.tained in sec
fare; 949 (6) The Commissioner of Reclamation, tiDn 603 (b) of the Classification Act of 1 , 
Department of the Interior; as amended, is amended by striking out: 

Per annum rates and steps 

1 2 3 4 5 

"GS-17-------------- 13, 975 14, 190 14,405 14.620 

GS-18-------------- 14, 800" 
and inserting in lieu thereof: 
"GS-17-------------- 13, 975 14, 190 14,405 14,620 14,835 

GS-18-------------- 16, 000\'. 

(b) The rates of paste compensation of o.ffi.
cers and employees to whom this section ·ap
plies shall be initially adjusted as follows: 

( 1) If the officer or employee is receiving 
basic compensation immediately prior to the 
effective date of this act at a scheduled rate 
of grade 17 or 18 of the General Schedule, 
he shall receive a rate of basic compensation 
at the corresponding scheduled rate in effect 
on and after such date; 

·(2) If the officer or employee, immediately 
prior to the effective date of this act, is in a 
position in grade 17 of the General Schedule 
and is receiving basic compensation at a rate 
between two scheduled rates of such grade, J 

he shall receive a rate of basic compensation 
at the higher of the two corresponding rates 
in effect on and after such date; 

(3) If the officer or employee, immediately 
prior to the effective date of this act, is in a 
position in grade 17 of the General Schedule 
and is receiving basic compensation at a rate 
which is in excess of the maximum scheduled 
rate of his grade as provided in this section, 
he shall con.tinue to receive such higher rate 
of basic compensation until (A) he leaves 
such position, or (B) he is entitled to receive 
basic compensation at a higher rate by rea
son of the operation of the Classification Act 
of 1949, as amended; but when such position 
becomes vacant, the rate of basic compensa
tion o! any subsequent appointee thereto 
shall be fixed in accordance with such act, 
as amended. 

SEC. 202. The Postal Field Service Schedule 
in section 301 (a) of the Postal Field Serv- _ 
ice Compensation Act of 1955 (Public Law 68, 
84th Cong.) is amended by striking out: 

Per ·annum rates and steps 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
"18 __________________ 

12,500 12,800 13,100 13,400 13, 700 14,000 14,300 19 __________________ 
13,600 13,900 14,200 14,500 14,800 20 __________________ 
14, soo•r 

and inserting in lieu thereOf: "18 __________________ 
12,800 13, 100 13,400 13,700 14,000 14,300 14,600 

19------~---------- 14,000 14,300 14,600 14,900 15,200 20 __________________ 
16, 000". 

SEC. 200: Section 3 o! the act or January 
3, 1946, as amended (38 U. S. C., sec. 15b), is 
hereby amended as follows: 

( 1) The first paragraph of such section 3 
as amended by paragraph ( 1) of the first sec
tion of the act_ 9f Octo~er 12, 1949 (63 Stat. 
764), and the second and third paragraphs 
of subsection (b) of such section 3 as amend
ed by paragraphs (3) and (4) of the first . 
se-ction of such act of October 12, 1949, are 
hereby redesignated as subsections "(a)", 
"(c) ",and "(d) ",'respectively, of section 3 of 
the act of January 3, 1946; 

(2) Th~ last sent!':qce of section a (b) Is 
amended to read: "During the period of his 
service as such. the chief Medical Director 
shall be paid a salary of $17,800 a year."; 
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(3) The last sentence or section 3 (c), as 
redesignated by paragraph (1) of this section, 
is' amended to read: "During the period of his 
service as such, the Deputy Chief Medical Di
rector shall be paid a salary of $16,800 a year."; 
and 

(4) That portion· of the first sentence of 
section 3 (d), as redesignated by paragraph 
( 1) of this section, which precedes the pro
viso In such sentence is amended to read: 
"Each Assistant Chief Medical Director shall 
be appointed by the Administrator upon the 
recommendation of the Chief Medical Di
rector and shall be paid a salary of •15,800 a 
year:";_ 

SEC. 204. (a) SubsectlOJ:l. (c) of the first 
section . of the act of August 1, 1947, as 

amended (5 U.S. C., secs. 17lp, 230, 476, and 
626t; 50 U. S. C., sec. 158), relating to limi
tations on rates o! basic compensation for 
research and development positions requir
ing the services of specially qualified scien
tific or professional personnel in the Depart- · 
ment of Defense and in the National Ad
visory Committee for Aeronautics, is amended 
( 1) by striking out "$10,000" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "$12,500" and (2) by striking 
out "$15,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$17,500." 

· (b) Section 208 (g) of the Public Health 
Service Act, as amended (42 U. S. C., sec. 
210 (g) ) , relating to limitations on rates of 
basic compensation for research and develop
ment positions requiring the services of 
specially qualified scientific or professional 
personnel in the Public Health Service, is 
amended ( 1) by striking out "$10,000" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "$12,500" and (2) 
by striking out "$15,000" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "$17,500." 

(c) Section 12 of the act of May 29, 
1884, as amended (62 Stat. 198; 21 U. S. c., 
sec. 113a), relating to the maximum limita
tion on basic compensation for positions of 
technical experts or scientists for research -
and study of foot-and-mouth disease and 
other animal diseases, is amended by striking 
out "$15,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$17,500." 

(d) The amendments contained in sub
sections (a) and (b) of this section shall not 
affect the authority of the United States 
Civil Service Commission or the procedure 
for fixing the pay of .individual officers or 
einployees under the provisions of law 
amended by such subsections (a) and (b); 
except that the rate of basic compensation in 
effect immediately prior to the effective date 
of this act of any officer or employee to 
whom the provisions of law amended py this 
section apply, which is less than a basic rate . 
of. $12,500 per annum, shall be increased to 
such rate on such effective date. 

TITLE m--GENERAL PROVISIONS 
SEC. 301. The following provisions of law 

are hereby repealed: 
(1) The act entitled "An act to increase 

rates of compensation of the• heads and as
sistant heads of executive departments and J 

independent agencies," approved October 15, 
1949 (Public Law 359, 81st Cong.; 63 
Stat. 880), except section 2 (b), section 6 
( b) , section 6 ( c) , section 6 ( d) , and section 
9 thereof; 

. (2.} That part of the paragraph under the 
heading "Federal Bureau of Investigation" 
a~d under the subheading "Salaries and ex
penses" contained in title II (the Department 
o! Justice Appropriation Aet, 1956) of the 
~partments of State and Justice, the Judi
ciary, and related agencies Appropriation Act, · 
1956 (Public Law 133, 84th Cong.). which 
reads ": Provided, That the compensation of , 
the Director of the Bureau shall be $20,000 
per annum so long as the position is held by 
the present incumbent"; and 

· (3) That part of the first paragraph under 
the heading "National Advisory Committee 
for Aeronautics" contained in title I of the 
Independent Offices Appropriation Act, 1956 
(:eubllc Law 112, 84th Cong.), which reads 
"qne Director at not to exceed $17 ,500 per 
annum so long as the position is held by the 
present incumbent;". 

SEC. 302. Nothing contained in this act 
shall be held or considered to affect the last 
proviso in the paragraph under the heading ' 
"Federal Prison System" and under the sub- • 
heading "Salaries and Expenses, Bureau of 
Prisons" contained in title II (the Depart
ment of Justice Appropriation Act, 1956) 
of the Departments of State and Justice: the 
Judiciary, and related agencies Appropriation 
Act. 1956 (Public Law 133, 84th Cong.), 
which reads "Provided further, That here
after the compensation of the Director of the 
Bureau shall be $17,500 per annum so long as 
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the position is held by the present incum
bent." 

SEC. 303. The rate of basic compensation 
of any officer or employee of the Federal Gov
ernment which is in effect immediately prior 
to the effective date of this act shall not be 
reduced by reason of the enactment of this 
act. 

SEC. 304. This act shall take effect at the 
beginning of the first pay period following 
the date of enactment of this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second de
manded? 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a second. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that a second be 
considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself 5 minutes. 
Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 

Speaker, this legislation is known as the 
Federal executive pay bill. There · are 
about 300 executive positions covered in 
this bill. The cost of it is approximately 
$1 million per year. There are 8 salary 
brackets in the bill, ranging from $25,000 
to $17,000 a year. 

In the beginning a proposal was sent 
down to me as chairman of the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Civil Serv
ice setting forth salaries up to $27 ,500 
for members of the Cabinet and certain 
other executive positions. I refused to 
introduce such a bill and I sent back 
word that I did not propose to sponsor 
any executive pay legislation which pro
vided that any executive in our Govern
ment, outside of members of the Cabi
net, shall be paid more than Members 
of Congress. So thereupon a new pro
posal was sent down to me as chairman 
of the committee. 

After many, many hours of study and 
many conferences I introduced a bill 
which was not entirely the exact pro
posal sent down to me by the adminis
tration. 

Now, this bill before you today pro
vides that the 10 members of the Cabinet 
shall receive a salary of $25,000. Their 
present salary is $22,500, which makes 
an increase of only $2,500 in their salary. 
In the $22,500 bracket, which is our sal
ary, there are only 7 members of the ex
ecutive departments who are in this 
class. Outside of the members of the 
cabinet, there are only seven persons in 
this bill who receive as much as Members 
of Congress. In the next bracket of $22,-
000 there are only 5 executives. In the 
next bracket of $21,000 there are 24 ex
ecutives. In the next bracket of $20,-
000 there are 29 executives. In the 
bracket of $19,000 there are 190 execu
tives. This is the largest bracket, be
cause this bracket includes members of 
our various commissions and independ
ent boards. The next bracket of $17,500 
includes 19 executives and the final 
bracket of $17 ,000 includes 15 officials of 
our Qovernment. 

The last increase given to our execu
tives was in the Executive Pay Act of 
1949. These officials in this act have 
not received any increase in pay for 6 
years, since 1949. Since that time there 
have been 2 pay bills for classified 

employees, one in 1951 amounting to 10 
percent and another pay bill of 7 .5 per
cent this year. Also, Congress has seen 
fit to increase its salary this year, and 
certainly we want to extend the same 
treatment to our executives as we do to 
ourselves and to our classified personnel. 

I can assure you that this bill, con
taining about 300 positions, was pre
pared with much care and deliberation. 
The ranking minority member of the 
committee, the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. REES], and I collaborated together 
and held many conferences with om
cials who are interested, and we pre
pared our own bill. I certainly hope the 
House will go along with this bill. It is 
fair; it is just and reasonable and pro
vides a very moderate increase to these 
omcials. The pay raises in this bill are 
from $2,500 to $4,000. I appeal to you to 
support your committee. 

Basically, this bill is a revision of the 
Executive Pay Act of 1949. The only 
change in a ·major rate in the Executive 
Pay Act since 1949 was an $800 increase 
for the group originally carried in the 
bill at $14,000. This was in order to 
correspond to the increase in the m:axi
mum for the Classification Act made 
in 1951. All other rates of the Execu
tive Pay Act, that is, those at $15,000 
or more a year have remained unchanged 
since their original establishment in 
1949. 

Since 1949 there have been substan
tial increases in pay for Federal em
ployees generally. Public Law 201, 82d 
Congress, provided a 10 percent increase 
but not less than $300 per annum nor 
more than $800 per annum, in the rates 
of the Classification Act and related 
groups. Public Law 94, 84th Congress, 
provided a 7 % percent increase for the 
same groups. Substantial increases 
were made in the salary schedules of 
the postal field service by Public Law 
204, 82d Congress, and Public Law 68, 
84th Congress. The salary rates of 
Members of Congress and of Judiciary 
were increased effective March 1, 1955, 
by Public Law 9, 84th Congress. 

However, there has been no general 
change in the levels of salary rates of 
heads and assistant heads of depart
ments and agencies and related posi
tions in the executive branch. Until re
cently, there has been no comprehensive 
approach to revising the Executive Pay 
Act. 

In the meantime, nevertheless, there 
has been much separate legislation fix
ing salaries for executive positions out
side the Executive Pay Act. Since 1949 
about 20 separate acts of Congress and 
reorganization plans have fixed rates for 
about 50 comparable positions outside 
the Executive Pay Act; some of these are 
heads and assistant heads of recently 
created organizations. 

Title I of the bill (a) increases the 
rates of the Executive Pay Act of 1949, 
and (b) brings it content up to date by 
eliminating references to obsolete or 
abolished positions and by consolidating 
or replacing many individual salary-fix· 
ing provisions in existing law. 

Title I covers 299 positions at an an
nual cost of $1,115,000. 

Title II increases the maximum rate 
for employees paid under the Classifica-

tion Act. It increases GS-18 from the 
present rate of $14,800 to $16,000 a year. 
This was the only rate of the Classifica
tion Act of 1949 which was not increased 
by the recently approved employees sal
ary increase. It makes a similar adjust .. 
merit in the postal field-service sched
ules. 

Also, title II contains adjustments in 
the pay for medical directors in the Vet
erans' Administration. 

Section 204 of title II provides for ad
justments in the salary rates of scien
tific and professional positions. These 
positions are limited in number, and the 
rates range from $10,000 to $15,000 a 
year. The new rate range would be from 
$12,500 to $17,500 a year. 

This legislation was requested by the 
President in a letter to me as chairman 
of the House Post Office and Civil Serv
ice Committee. The President in his let .. 
ter outlined the general principles which 
he believed should be followed in making 
this adjustment in executive salaries. 

The President stated in his letter with 
respect to executive salaries that ·"the 
Cabinet rate be increased to a level of 
$25,000." With this benchmark as an -
important guide, this bill organizes the 
offices, positions, and rates below Cabinet 
level in such a way as to produce, in 
proper and logical relationship between 
responsibilities on the one hand, and 
salary rates on the other. 

In general, the salary levels of the bill . 
are as follows: First, the Cabinet omce 
level set at $25,000 a year. The next is 
at $22,500 which includes such positions 
as Deputy Secretary of Defense, Direc
tor of Office of Defense Mobilization, 
Comptroller General, and Director of the 
Bureau of the Budget. At $22,000 are 
such positions as the Secretaries of the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force. The next 
group are positions established at a sal- · 
ary of $21,000 a year and includes the 
Administrators of most of the inde
pendent etablishments such as the Ad
ministrator of the Veterans' Administra
tion and the Administrator of the Gen
eral Services Administration. 

The next group at $20,000 a year in· 
cludes positions such as the Comptroller 
of the Currency and members of certain 
boards and commissions. The next 
group, which is by way the largest 
group, contains members of most boards 
and commissions and has a salary rate of 
$19,000 a year. The next group at $17 , .. 
500 includes such positions as Commis
sioner of the Indian Claims Commission 
and Commissioners of the United States 
Court of Claims. 

The next group at $17,000 a year in
cludes such positions as Commissioner of 
Customs, Commissioner of Narcotics, and 
so forth. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Indiana. 
[Mr. HALLECK]. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to commend the gentleman from Ten
nessee [Mr. MuRRAYJ and the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. REEsJ and the mem
bers of the committee who have worked 
very diligently and effectively on this 
important measure. 

I think the gentleman from Tennessee 
put his :finger on the nub of the problem 
when he said that very properly in this 
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Congress we have adjusted and brought raises, one after another, that have 
up to date the pay of the legislative kept them pretty well in line with the 
branch of the Government and the judi- advance in the cost of living. But these 
cial branch of the Government. I, be- people we seek to deal with here have 
lieve we all recognize that following that not had that treatment. 
precedent--and, as I say, it was a good Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
precedeht, which I supoprted; I did the self 5 minutes. 
best I could to bring it to passage- Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, it is not 
but, we must all recognize that these top my intention to labor this issue, but 
people in the executive branch of the there are a few facts that the Mem
Government, in positions of extreme re- bers of the House ought to have before 
sponsibility, where their labors are nee- they vote upon this provision. 
essarily burdensome and where they are In the first place, the Committee on 
working day in and day out and many Post Office and Civil Service was called 
times through the night, are likewise to meet at 10 o'clock last Wednesday 
entitled to an increase in their pay to morning. At approximately 10 :45 o'clock 
bring them up to date. I do not need 
to remind you, because it is something we still had no bill before us, no execu-
that has been said to us before not only tive pay raise bill. Somewhere around 
by the present occupant of the White 10:45 or between that time and 11 o'clock 
House but by occupants of the White a carrier pigeon arrived with copies of 
House preceding him in my time, that this bill. 
they find it increasingly difficult to get What I am saying is that there has 
able people to give up salaries at a much been not a single moment of hearings 
higher figure in private life to come down upon this bill. It was considered in 
here in the service of the Government. committee for about 30 minutes, between 

It is bad enough as it is, and certainly 30 and 45 minutes, and voted out to the 
we cannot expect our Federal Govern- floor of the House. 
ment and the executive branch of the Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Government to continue to function effi- Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
ciently, as it should, unless we are able Mr. GROSS. Yes. 
to attract the people with talent and Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. The 
capacity we need in the Government for bill was fully explained by me to the 
these assignments. committee, and does not the gentleman 

As the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. know that only three members of the 
MuRRAY] pointed out, the original sug- committee, including himself, voted 
gestions of the administrative branch of against it? 
the Government were quite a bit in ex-
cess of the figures that are here present- Mr. GROSS. Certainly that is cor-
ed. But I think 1 can say to you with rect. There .were only three m~mbe~s 
complete assurance that this measure is · of the committee who voted ~gainst it. 
acceptable to the administration. While But the gentlem.an does ~ot dISpute the 
it does not go in some particulars as far fact that the bill was still hot o:tr the 
as they would like to have it go, it cer- printing presses when we go~ it. We 
tainly is very obviously a step in the right had never seen a copy of the bill before. 
direction.. I sincerely hope that without The gentleman will also bear me out that 
too much delay we shall proceed to the not one moment of hearings was held 
passage of this measure. in justification of this proposed legisla-

Mr. CRETELLA. Mr. Speaker, will tion. 
the gentleman yield? Mr. Speaker, I should like to call at.-

Mr. HALLECK. I yield. tention to the letter from the White 
Mr. CRETELLA. I should like to ask House to the chairman of the committee, 

the chairman of the committee, the gen- the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MURRAY], MURRAY] in connection with this bill. 
a question. The President said, in part: 

On page 5 of the bill, each assistant - For 85 years the pay for Cabinet members 
secretary of an executive department is has been 50 to 60 percent higher than the 
provided for. What arrangement has pay of Members of Congress. I have always 
been made for career assistant secre- felt that this differential has been excessive, 
taries? and was pleased when the Members' pay was 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. 1 might recently increased. The effect of Public Law 
9 was to put congressional pay on the same 

state that the career secretaries are level as that of Cabinet otncers. Reestab
under the Classification Act. The top lishment of the traditional relationship 
salaries of classified employees are raised would require-
f rom $14,800 to $16,000. 

Mr. CRETELLA. Then I understand 
that the career secretaries are taken care 
of under the Classification Act? 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. That is 
correct. 

Mr. HALLECK. As a matter of fact, 
when we dealt with the matter of pay 
in the legislative establishment and with 
the matter of pay for the judiciary, and 
now as we are dealing 'with the pay of 
people in the executive branch in these 
responsible positions, we have kept, and 
we must keep, in mind that in recent 
years the classified employees and the · 
postal employees have had successive 

And so forth. I was not aware until 
I read that letter that Cabinet officers 
and perhaps others in Government are 
traditionally entitled to higher pay than 
Members of Congress. I thought it was 
upon a basis of justification that Cabi
net officers and other officers of the Gov
ernment are paid, but I learn to my dis
may that the increase in pay proposed 
here for Cabinet officers and other offi
cers of Government is based upon a tra
ditional relationship o~er that of Mem-. 
bers of Congress. If we are ·going to 
deal in tradition perhaps some attention 
ought to be given to the Cadillacs, chau!-

f eurs, special planes, and a few other 
things that are furnished Cabinet officers 
and others. 

Let us take a look at this bill. I am 
not fully acquainted with all its provi
sions, because, as I stated before, no hear
ings were held. Members of the com
mittee have had no particular opportu
nity to acquaint themselves with all the 
details. But let me tell you that these 
increases run from 8.1 to 37.5 percent. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. LONG. This is an administration 
bill and a "must"; is it not? 

Mr. GROSS. It is not a "must" with 
me and I doubt that it is a "must" with 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Let me repeat, these increases go from 
8.1 percent to 37.5 percent, notwith
standing the fact that back in 1949 a 
pay increase was voted for the execu
tive branch of the Government which 
provided for increases in some instances 
of approximately 100 percent. So it 
could be possible that with this bill 
some people are being increased 137 .5 
percent since 1949. I regret that I have 
not had time to make accurate totals in 
this respect. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield. 
.Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Will the 

gentleman cite one particular example 
of what he is stating? 

Mr. GROS'S. The gentleman well 
knows there were some increases in 1949 
that went from approximately $10,000 
to $20,000. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. What 
cases are those, may I ask the gentle
man from Iowa? 

Mr. GROSS. I do not have them here 
but the gentleman knows that to be 
approximately the fact. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. No; I do 
not know it. 

Mr. GROSS. I will be glad to present 
the gentleman with some figures later 
on. 

I would not be opposed to raising some 
salaries if we were getting more eftl
ciency out of some people over includ
ing the Department of Defense which 
suddenly discovered, a few days ago, 
$302 million under some mattress or 
on some shelf-$302 million they did not 
know they had. And some of these em
ployees in the Foreign Operations Ad
ministration suddenly discovered, a few 
days ago, they had $66 million they did 
not know they had. I would be perfectly -
willing to pay people in Government if 
we were getting value received, but in 
all too many instances I say to you that 
we are not. 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. May I 
say to my friend, the gentleman from 
Iowa, that I had thought that extensive 
hearings were not necessary since many. 
many hours were spent in the planning 
of this bill. I thought in view of the 
fact that Members of Congress had al
ready increased their salaries 50 per
cent and had given two increases to the 
classified and postal employees since 
1949, everyone should agree we should 
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treat these executive officers fairly, rea
sonably, and right, just as this bill does. 

Mr. GROSS. I know of no reason why 
a Cabinet officer should be paid more 
than a Member of Congress. If the 
gentleman has some good reason for it, 
let him state it. I see no justification 
for this pay increase. We did not have 
any real justification before the com
mittee and we do not have it now. The 
taxpayers of this country are being 
loaded with debt and taxes. This bill 
ought to be defeated. · 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
the chairman of the committee has made 
a fine, concise statement covering a very 
complex salary schedule. It is ·a sub
ject with which he is thoroughly fa
miliar-made doubly so by the fact that 
he spent so much time and so much 
effort in attempting to clear the salary 
schedules and the relative positions of 
the executive branch of the Government 
with the leadership of the Congress and 
responsible officials of the White House. 

It is seldom, in my experience, that 
a bill as complex as this one, a bill which 
must with necessity involve so many 
personalities and positions of such im
portance, could be approved without 
amendment. 

Our committee approved this bill with
out amendment by a substantial vote. 
I might say that this was a vote not 
only of a job well done but a vote of 
complete confidence in the Chairman 
of the Post Office and Civil Service Com
mittee who has done such an outstand
ing job in this Congress. 

Addressing myself now to the princi
ple involved in this request of the Presi
dent, in my opinion this is in much the 
same category as legislation which we 
passed invoiving our own housekeeping 
plans for the legislative budget. 

The positions of the individuals cov
ered by this legislation represent the 
official family of the President. With 
but few exceptions they are appointed 
by the President, and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. We should 
treat this request of the President, and 
approach the consideration of this legis
lation, in the same spirit that he has 
accorded our own problems. 

I can think of no more appropriate 
time than this to say something that 
has been long on my mind. It is this: 
Never in the history of this Government 
has there been a President who has been 
more concerned that the Congress and 
its Members be given proper recogni
tion at the highest level in our Gov
ernment. 

The President has been most generous 
in his consultation with the leadership 
of the Congress. His thoughtfulness, 
his kindly consideration, have . won for 
him many friends on both sides of the 
aisle. It has won for him the approval 
of outstanding legislative programs in 
the 83d Congress and this first session 
of the 84th Congress. 

The President has consistently and 
strongly asserted that Congress is the 
very essence of the democratic govern
ment we · enjoy. His request in this 
executive pay bill is consistent with that 
policy. He has recommended that only 
officers at the Cabinet level be paid more 
than Members of Congress. He has done 

this forthrightly, despite comments from 
other directions and, I am sure, many 
pressures, pointing out that although for 
years .many executives of the Govern
ment were paid more than Members of 
Congress, this has never been justified 
and should be corrected. -

I hope that this legislation will be 
adopted in the spirit in which it is sent 
down, a spirit of correcting inequities 
and of bringing into line the salaries of 
his official family as a final link in the 
many adjustments that have been made 
in the Federal salary schedules. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will 
the House suspend the rules and pass 
the bill, H. R. 7619? . . 

The question was taken; and <two
thirds having voted in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

EXTENDING MAILING PRIVILEGES 
TO MEMBERS OF THE ARMED 
FORCES 
Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
file a supplemental report on the bill 
(H. R. 7125) to extend to June 30, 1956, 
the free mailing privileges granted by 
the act of July 12, 1950, to members of 
the Armed Forces of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 

FLOOD-CONTROL IMPROVEMENT 
AT ST. LOUIS, MO. 

Mr. DA VIS of Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill <H. R. 7092) to provide 
for the improvement of the Mississippi 
River at and in the vicinity of St. Louis, 
Mo., for :flood control, as amended. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows.: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the following work 

of improvement for the control of destruc
tive floods ls hereby adopted and authorized 
to be prosecuted under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Army and the supervision of 
the Chief of Engineers in accordance with 
the plans in the report hereinafter desig
nated and subject to the conditions set forth 
therein: 

Mississippi River, at and in the vicinity of 
St. Louis, Mo., in accordance with the recom
mendations of the Chief of Engineers in Sen
ate Document No. 57, 84th Congress, 1st ses
sion, at an estimated cost of $123,020,000. 

There are hereby authorized to be appro
priated such sums as may be necessary to 
carry out the provisions of this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second de
manded? If not, the Chair will put the 
question. 

The question is on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill, as amended. 

The question was taken; and <two
thirds having voted in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

. A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Mr. DAVIS o! Tennessee. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the Sen
a~ bill (S. 56) ·authorizing construction 

of certain public works on the Missis
sippi River for the protection of St. Louis, 
Mo., a bill similar to the bill H. R. 7092, 
which was just passed. 

The Clerk read the title of the Senate 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the Senate bill, as 

follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the pr~Ject for 

flood protection at St. Louls, Mo., is hereby 
authorized substantially as recommended by 
the Chief of Engineers in Senate Document 
No. 57, 84th Congress, at an estimated cost 
of $123,020,000. 

SEC. 2. There are hereby authorized to be 
appropriated such sums as may be necessary 
to carry out the provisions of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

The proceedings whereby the bill H. R. 
7092 was passed were vacated and that 
bill was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to 
announce that that is the last bill which 
will be taken up today under suspension 
of the rules. 

'IWO HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OF 
BIRTH OF ALEXANDER HAMILTON 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill <S. 1395) to 
amend the joint resolution entitled 
"Joint resolution to establish a commis
sion for the celebration of the 200th an
niversary of the birth of Alexander Ham-
ilton." . 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows ; 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 7 of the 

Joint resolution entitJed "Joint resolution 
to establish a commission for the celebration 
of the 200th anniversary of the blr.th of 
Alexander Hamilton," approved August 20, 
1954, is amended to read as follows: 

"SEC. 7. There area hereby authorized to 
be appropriated such sums, not to exceed 
$150,000 in addition to the sum of $25,000 
heretofore appropriated, as the Congress may 
de.termine to be necessary to carry out the 
provisions of this joint resolution." 

The bill was ordered to be·read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. · 
and a motion to reconsider was · laid on . 
the table. 

AMENDING INTERNAL REVENUE 
BIIL OF 1954 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, by direc
tion of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the bill 
<H. R. 4582) to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 with respect to de
ductions from gross income of amounts 
contributed to employees trusts, which 
was unanimously reported favorably by 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ten· 
nessee? 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, reserv· 
ing, the right to object, and I shall not 
object, we are proceeding now to take 
up a series of bills reported out by my 
committee, all of which were unani· 
mously reported out favorably from the 
Committe.e on Ways and Mea;ns. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may extend my remarks on each 
of · these · bills, fallowing the considera· 
tion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. · 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection 

io the request of the gentleman from 
Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as fallows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That a riew paragraph 

be added to section 381 ( c) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 to read as follows: 

"(20) Carryover of unused pension trust 
deductions in certain cases: Notwithstand
ing the other provisions of this section, or 
section 394 (a), a corporation which has 
acquired the properties and assumed the lia
bilities of a wholly owned subsidiary shall 
be considered to have succeeded to and to 
be entitled to take into account contribu
tions o~ the subsidiary to a pension plan, and 
shall be considered to be the distributor or 
transferor corporation a:(ter the date of dis
tribution· or transfer for the purpose of de
termining the amounts deductible under 
section 404 with respect to contributions· to 
a pension plan , if-

" (A) the corporate laws of the State of 
incorporation of the subsidiary required the 
surviving corporation in the case of merger 
to be incorpora~ed under the laws of the 
State of incorporation of the subsidiary; and 

" ( B) the properties were acquired in a 
liquidation of the subsidiary in a transaqtion 
subject to section 112 (b) (6) of the Internal 
Code of 1939." 

With the following committee amend· 
ments: 

Page 2, line 4, after "transfer", insert "(but 
not for taxable years with respect to which 
this paragraph does not apply)." 
· Page· 2, Une 14, after "Internal", insert 
"Revenue." 

Page 2, after llne 14, insert: 
"SEC. 2. The amendments made by the first 

section of this act shall apply with respect 
to taxable years beginning after December 
31, 1953, and ending after August 16, 1954.'' 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered tO be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon· 
sider was laid on the table. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re· 
marks at this point in the RECORD on the 
bill just passed, and also ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the 
RECOR~ immediately following the con· 
sideration of each of the bills to follow. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, cases 

arising under the 1939 code have been 
called to the attention of the Committee 
on Ways and Means in which a tax-free 
merger of a subsidiary corporation, in· 
corPQrated in one State, into the parent 
corporation, incorporated in another 

State, has been prevented by reason of 
State laws requiring that the surviving 
corporation be incorporated under the 
laws · .of such State. For this r~ason, 
parent corporations have been forced to 
forego the tax benefits granted by the 
Federal income tax laws to tax-free 
mergers and liquidate the subsidiary 
thus acquiring its property via the tax. 
liquidation route which has liabilities. 
This result follows under the 1939 code 
because certain tax benefits and elective 
rights are available to a successor 
corporation upon a tax-free reorganiza
tion or liquidation only if the combina· 
tion is effectuated in a particular legal 
form. 

The 1954 code substitutes definitive 
rules for the old test of form. Under 
the new rule, specified tax benefits, elec
tive rights, and obligations carry over 
to a successor corporation or corpora. 
tions in certain tax-free liquidations and 
reorganizations. 

H. R. 4582 extends the new treatment 
to corPQrations which, because of the 
State laws described above, 'Were denied 
the benefits of a tax-free merger and 
permits such ·corporations to utilize any 
excess pension plan contributions made 
by the subsidiary to a qualified pension 
plan as though it were the subsidiary for 
this purpose. 

This bill was unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

'Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 
4582 permits, under certain circum. 
stances, a corporation which has ac· 
quired the properties and assumed 'the 
liabilities of a wholly owned subsidiary 
in a tax-free liquidation under section 
11~ (b) (6) of the 1939 code, to utilize 
any excess contributions made by the 
subsidiary to a qualified pension plan as 
though it were the subsidiary corporation 
for this purPQse. These exce~ contri. 
buttons are to be available as deductions 
in years beginning after December 31, 
1953, and ending after August 16, 1954., 
This bill was introduced by the, distin· 
guishe~ · gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. SIMPSON] and was reported unanf.· 
mously by the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

FOREIGN-TRAVEL TAXES 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, by dfrec~ 

tion of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill 
<H. R. 5265) to exempt certain addi· 
tional foreign travel from the tax on the 
transportation of persons, which was 
unanimously reported favorably by the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ten· 
nessee? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That subsections (a) and 
(b) of section 4261 of the Internal Revenue · 
Code of 1954 (relating to the tax on trans
portation of persons) are amended to read as 
follows: . 

"(a) Amounts paid within or without the 
United States: There is hereby imposed upon 
the amount paid . wit.Qin or without the 
United States for the domestic transporta
tion of persons by rail, motor vehicle, water, 

or air, a tax equal to 10 percent of the amount 
so paid. 

"(b) Deflnttlon of domestic transporta
tion: For purposes of subsection (a), the 
term 'domestic transportation' means-
. "(1) Transportation which begins and ends 
in the United States, except (A) any such 
transportation, payment for which ts .made 
outside the United States, which ts covered 
by a separate ticket or order but which ts 
part of transportation from or to a point 
outside the· United States, 1f it is established, 
pursuant to regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary or his delegate, at the time of pay. 
ment that the several portions of the trans
portation are being purchased for use ln 
conjunction with each other; and (B) round
trip transportation, payment for which is 
made outside the United States, between a. 
point within the United States and a point 
outside of the United States; and 

"(2) Transportation, payment for which 
is made within the United States, between 
any port or station within the United States, 
and any other port or station within the 
United States, which is part of transporta
tion to or from a point outside the United 
States, except any such transportation by 
water on a vessel which makes one or more 
intermediate stops at ports within the United 
States on a voyage which begins or ends in 
the United States and ends or begins out
side the United States, 1f the vessel in stop· 
ping at such intermediate port is not au
thorized both to , discharge and to take on 
passengers. 

SEC. 2. Section 4264 (c) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 ls amended by strik· 
ing out "or (b) ". · 

SEC. 3. Section 4262 (a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 ls hereby-repealed. 

SEC .. 4. The amendments and repeal made 
by this ' act shall apply to amounts paid on 
or after the first day of the first month which 
begins more than 10 days after the date of 
the enactment of ~his act for transporta
tion commencing on or after such first day. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting .clause 
and insert "That .(a) subsections (a) and (b) 
of section 4261 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954 (relating to the tax on transpor· 
tation of persons) are hereby amended to 
read as follows: 

"'(a) Amounts paid within or without 
the United States: There is hereby imposed 
upon the amount paid wlthlll or without 
the United States for the domestic transpor· 
tation of persons by ran, motor vehicle, 
water, or air a tax equal to 10 percent of the 
amount so paid.• 

"(b) Subsection (c) of such section 11 
hereby amended by striking out 'or (b) •,and 
such subsection ls hereby redestgnated as 
subsection (b). 

"(c) Subsection (d) of such section ts 
hereby amended by striking out 'taxes' and 
inserting in lieu thereof 'tax', and such sub· 
section is hereby redestgnated as subsec
tion (c). 

"SEC. 2. (a) Section 4262 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 is hereby amendec;i by 
striking out subsection (a) and by redestg
nating subsectlons (b), (c), (d), and (e)'as 
subsections (a) , (b) , ( c) , and ( d) , respec
tively, and such section ls hereby redestg .. 
nated as section 4263. 

"(b) Part I of subchapter C of chapt~r 33 
of the Internal · Revenue Code of 1954 Is 
hereby amended by inserting after section 
4261 the following new section: 

" 'SEC. 4262. Definition of domestic trans· 
portatton. 

" 'As used in section 4261, the term "do .. 
mestlc transportation" means--

" • ( 1) Transportation which begins and 
ends ln the United States, except-

"'(A) any such transportation, payment 
for which ls made outside the United States, 
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which is covered by a separate ticket or order 
but which is part of transportation from or 
to a point outside the United States, 1f lt 1s 
established, pursuant to regulations pre
scribed by the Secretary or his delegate, at 
~he time of payment that the several por
tions of the transportation are being pur.
chased for use in conjunction with each 
other; 

"'(B) that portion of such transportation 
which is outside the United States in any 
ca~e where the route of the transportation 
passes through or over a point at least 200 
miles . fi:om the nearest boundary· .of the 
United States, as measured from a direct 
line between the. points of departure from 
11nd reentry into the United States (except 
that ·where passengers are di'scharged and 
taken on at a point 'or points outside of the 
United States, such line shall be from the 
point of departure from the United States to 
such point or, consecutively, to such points 
outSide the United States and from there to 
the point of reentry into the United States): 
and 

"'(C) round-trip transportation between 
a point within the United States and a point 
outside the United States (except to the 
extent specified in paragraph (2) of this 
section) ; and · . 

"• (2) Transportation, payment for which 
is made within -the United States, between 
any port or station within the United States 
and any other port or station within the 
United States (except as described in eub
paragraph (B) of paragraph (1) of this 
section), which is part of transportation .to 
or from a point outside the United States, 
except any such transportation by water on 
a vessel which makes one or more inter
mediate stops at ports within the United 
States on a voyage which begins or encls in 
the United States and ends or begins outside 
the United States, if the vessel in stopping 
at such intermediate port is not authorized 
both to discharge and to take on passengers.' 

" ( c) The table of sections for such part I 
ls hereby amended by striking out 

" 'Sec. 4262. Exemptions.' 
anci illserting in lieu thereof 

" 'Sec. 4262. Definition of domestic trans
portation. 

" 'Sec. 4263. Exemptions.' 
"81!.'c. 3. The amendments made by this 

act shall apply to amounts paid on or after 
the first day of the first month, which begins 
more than 10 days ·after the date of. the 
enactment of. this act for transportation 

_ . commenci~g on_ ·or after such first day." 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to .. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time·, and passed, and a motion to recon· 
sider was laid on the table. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr: Speaker, the 10 
percent excise tax presently levied on the 
.transportation of per.sons applies only 
to domestic transportation and is not 
imposed upon travel which is outside the 
United States. However, the. present 
definition of domestic · transportation 
covers trips to Central America, the 
Caribbean area, Mexico, and Canada.. 
The Committee on Ways and Means be· 
lieves this treatment to be discrimina· 
tory and in opposition to the good-neigh. 
bor policy which this country has so long 
followed. To remove this discrimina
tion against our closest neighbors, H. R. 
5265 red~fines domestic tra.nsportation 
to achieve the objective of taxing all 
transportation which begins and ends 
in the United States and yet not discrim
ina.te against the named countries. 
Therefore, with exceptions, "domestic 
transportation" is defined as all trans-

portation beginning and ·ending in the 
United States. 

The first exceptioJJ, relates to transpor
tation which is paid for outside the 
United States and which is part of trans
portation from one pc)int in the United 
States to another point in the United 
States, such as a trip from New York to 
Los Angeles where the ticket is used in 
connection with a ticket for transportar
tion outside the United. States, such as a 
trip beginning in London~ 

The second exception relates to trips 
a portion of which is out of the United 
States, for example, from Seattle to An
chorage, Alaska. In such cases, if the 
route passes at one or inore points at 
least 200 miles from the nearest bound
ary of the United States, that portion of 
the transportation which is outside the 
:United States will not be considered as 
domestic transportation. The 200 miles 
are measured in a direct line determined 
pn the gre·at circle~ · 

The third exception relates to round
trip transportation between a point 
within the United States and a point 
outside the United States. Thus if the 

· trip is an· express trip with no stops be. 
tween the point of departure and the 
principal destination, it would be free of 
tax whether made by rail or by air, or 
any other taxed mode of transportation. 

This bill was unanimously reported by 
the Comm.ittee on Ways and Means. 
~ Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 

5265, i'n general, exempts from the 10-
percent excise tax on the transportation 
of persons, travel which is outside the 
United States. This bill was introduced 
by the distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr .. REEDJ, the ranking mi
nority member of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. It was reported 
unanimously by the Co:qimittee o·n Ways 
and Means. 

;RETIREMENT INCOME-TAx CREDIT 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, by direc

tion of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill <H~ R. 
7036) to amend section 3!1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code ·of 1954 so as to conform 
its provisions respecting retirement in
come-tax credit to the corresponding lib
eraUzed p·rovisions of the Social Security 
Amendments of 1954, and · to extend its 
provisions to members of the · Armed 
Forces, which was unanimously reported 
·favorably by the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enac.ted, etc., That section 37 (d) ot 

the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 is 
amended as follows: 
· (1) The phrase "the amount of retirement 

Income shall not exceed $1,200" is amended 
by striking "$1,200" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "$1,500." · 

(2) Clause (2), which reads "ln the case 
of any individual who has . not attained the 
age of 75 before the close of the taxable year, 
any amount ·of 'earned income (as defined 
tn subsection (g)) ln excess of $900 received 
by the individual in the · taxable year", 1s 

amended by strlking "75" and inserting- ,in 
lieu thereof "72" and .by striking "$900" and 
inserting in lieu thereof "$1,200." 

SEC. 2. Section .. 37 (f) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 is amended by strik
ing out the following: "; except · that such 
term does not include a fund or system 
established by the United States for members 
pf the Armed Forces of the United States." 

SEc. 3. The amendments made by the first 
section of this act shall be applicable to tax
able years beginning after December 13, 1954. 
The amendment made by section 2 of this 
act shall apply only with respect to taxable 
years beginning after December 31, 1953, and 
ending after August 16, 1954. 

With the following committee amend· 
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause 
and .insert: "That section 37 (d) (2) of the 
Inte~al Revenue-Code of 1954 (relating to 
1imitation on retirement income) is hereby 
amended to react as. follows: 

"'(2) in the case of any individual who 
has not attained the age of 72 before the 
close of the taxable year, any amount of 
earnecJ income (as defined in subsection 
(g))-

•I '(A) in excess of $900 received by the 
individual in the taxable year if such in
dividual has not · attained the age of 65 
before the close of the taxable year; or . 

"'(B) in excess of $1,200 received by the 
individual in the taxable year if such ln
~Uvid~al has attained the age of 65 before 
the close of the taxable year.' 

"SEc.'2. The amendment made by the first 
section of .this act shall apply only with 
respect to taxable years beginning after De
cember 31, 1955." 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and· read a third time. was read the 
third time, and passed. · 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill to amend section 37 of the In
ternal Revenue Code of 1954 with respect 
to the ef\,rned income limitation on re-
tirement income.... · 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. · · 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 
7036 amends the Internal Revenue Code 
to liberalize the retirement income credit 
and to · -conform the · earnings test .im· 
posed by the Internal Revenue Code with 
the work test -used under the social-secu
rity laws. 
' Under existing law an individual who 
is 65 years of age or older is granted a 
credit against his tax liability equivalent 
to the tax imPosed, in the first bracket, 
on the amount of his retirement in· 
come up to ' $1,20'0. Existing law also 
permits al). individual to earn up to $900 
a year without affecting the amount of 
the retirement income credit to which 
he is entitled. Amounts earned in ex· 
cess of $900 reduce, dollar for dollar, the 
maximum retirement income credit to 
which an individual under 75 years of 
age is entitled. For those over 75 years 
of age no ·such limitation is imposed. 

This bill amends the Internal Revenue 
Code to increase the amount which an 
jndividual can earn without reducing the 
amount ot the" retirement · income credit 
to which he is entitled from $900 ·to 
$1,200. It also reduces the age for which 
the earnings limitation will cease to ap. 
ply , from 7.S to 72. By this action the 
treatment -accorded under the Internal 
Revenue Code with respect to the retire-



1955 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 12481 
ment income credit will be conformed to 
the changes in the social-security laws 
made by the amendments of 1954. 

The _Committee on Ways and ¥eans 
unanimously reported this bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 
7036 liberalizes the retirement income 
credit provided in section 37 of the In
ternal Revenue Code of 1954 so that the 
earnings test under this provision cor
responds with the work test under the 

.social-security law. This bill, which was 
sponsored by the distinguished gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. MASON], was re
ported unanimously by the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

DEDUCTIONS FOR CHARITABLE 
CONTRIBUTIONS 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, by direc
tion of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7094) to amend section 120 of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1939-
relating to unlimited deduction for 
charitable contributions-which was 
unanimously reported favorably by the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee? 

There . was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 120 of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1939 (relating to 
unlimited deduction for charitable and other 
contributions) is hereby amended by strik
ing out "in each of the 10 preceding taxa
ble years" and inserting in lieu thereof "in 
8 .of the 10 preceding taxable years." 

SEo. 2. (a) Except as provided in subsec
tions (b), (c), and (d), the amendment made 
by the first section of this act shall apply to 
all taxable years to which the Internal Reve
nue Code of 1939 applies. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision 
of law, credit for any overpayment resulting 
from the amendment made by the first sec
tion of this act shall not be allowed, and the 
refund of any such overpayment shall be 
made only if it is established to the satisfac
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury or his 
delegate-

( 1) in the case of a taxpayer who has not 
died at the time the refund is made, that 
the amount of such refund is _to be paid 
forthwith as a charitable contribution (as 
defined in section 170 (c) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954), or 

(2) in the ease of a taxpayer who has died 
at the time the refund is made, that (A) the 
amount of the refund, under the terms of 
the decedent's will, wm be transferred to a 
trustee or trustees as described in section 
2055 (a) (3) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954, and (B) the amount of such trans
fer is deductible from the value of the gross 
estate under such section or the corre
sponding provisions of the 'Internal Revenue 
Code of 1939. 

( e) The amount of any refund made under 
this act, and the payment or transfer of such 
amount as described in paragraph (1) or (2) 
ot subsection (b), shall not be taken into 
account in determining any liab111ty of the 
taxpayer or his estate !or income tax or es
tate tax under the Federal income tax and 
estate tax laws. 
· (d) If a claim !or refund relates to an 
overpayment on account of the amendment 
made by the first section of this act. in lieu 
of the 3-year period of limitation prescribed 
in section 322 (b) (1) of the Intetnal Reve-

nue Code r;>f 1939, the period shall be 7 years 
from tbe date prescribed by law !or filing the 
return for the year with respect to which 
the claim is made. In the case of a claim 
described in this subsection, the amount of 
the refund may exceed the portion of the 
tax paid within the period prescribed in para
graph (2) or (3), whichever is applicable, of 
section 322 (b) of such code, to the extent 
of the amount of the overpayment attributa
ble to the amendment made by the first sec
tion of this act. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 2, line 13, after "(A)", insert "an 
amount equal to." 

Page 2, line 15, strike out "a trustee or 
trustees as described in section 2055 (a) 
( 3) " and insert "any person or organization 
described in section 2055." 

Page 2, line 17, after "(B) ", insert "an 
amount equal to." 

Page 2, after line 20, insert "No interest 
shall be paid upon any overpayment result
ing from the amendment made by the first 
section of this act." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, under 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1939 the 
20-percent limitation imposed on chari
table contributions did not apply if the 
amount of the taxpayer's contribution 
plu~ his income-tax payments in the 
current year and in each of the prior 
10 years equaled 90 percent or more of 
his taxable income. Last year the law 
was changed and the 1954 code provides, 
instead, that the 90-percent test need 
be met in only 8 out of 10 past years. 
However, the change was made effective 
only with respect to taxable years begin
ing after December 31, 1953, and ending 
before August 16, 1954. 

Just as Congress last year considered 
the 10-year rule too restrictive, the Com
mittee on Ways and Means believes it to 
be unduly restrictive concerning prior 

-years; for that reason H. R. 7094 would 
extend the 8-out-of-10-year rule to all 
taxable years to which the 1939 code is 
applicable. Should any refund result 
from the enactment of this bill, it will 
be permitted only if the amount of the 

-refund is paid immediately as a chari
table contribution. If the taxpayer is 
dead at the time the refund is made, 

· an amount equal thereto must be trans
! erred for public, charitable, or religious 
uses by the terms of the decedent's will. 

This bill was reported unanimously by 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 
7094 provides that an unlimited chari
table deduction is to be available for 
charitable and other contributions un
der the 1939 code where in the current 
year and in 8 out of 10 of the immedi
ately preceding years the individual's 
contributions to charity, plus his in
come-tax payments, accounted for 90 
percent or more of his taxable income, 
but only if an amount equal to any re
fund under this provision is paid to, or 
set aside for, charity. The bill was re
parted unanimously by the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

GAIN OR LOSS IN CE-RTAIN RAIL
ROAD REORGANIZATIONS 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, by di· 
rection of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I ask unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill <H. 
R. 7247) to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954 with respect to the treat
ment of gain in certain railroad reorgan
izations, which was unannmously report
ed favorably by the Committee on Ways 

·and Means. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The· SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the title and sub

section (a) of section 373 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 are amended to read 
as follows: 
"SEC. 373. Gain or loss not recognized in cer

tain railroad reorganizations. 
"(a) Nonrecognition of gain or loss: 

No gain or loss shall be recognized if prop
erty of a railroad corporation, as defined in 
section 77 ( m) of the Bankruptcy Act ( 49 
Stat. 922; 11 U. S. C. 205), is transferred in 
pursuance of an order of the court having 
jurisdiction of such corporation-

( 1) in a receivership proceeding, or 
(2) in a proceeding under section 77 of the 

Bankruptcy Act, 
to a railroad corporation (as defined in sec
tion 77 (m) o! the Bankruptcy Act) organ
ized or made use of to effectuate a plan of 
reorganization approved by the court in such 
proceeding." 

SEC. 2. The amendment made by the first 
section o! this act shall be effective with 
respect to transfers after the date of enact
ments. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert "That part IV of subchapter C of 
chapter I of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954 is hereby amended by adding at the 
end thereof the following new section: 
" 'SEC. 374. Gain or loss not recognized in 

certain railroad reorganizations. 
" • (a) Exchanges by corporations: 
"'Nonrecognition of gain or loss: No gain 

or loss shall be recognized 1! property of a 
railroad corporation, as defined in section 77 
(m) of the Bankruptcy Act (49 Stat. 922; 
11 U. S. C. 205), is transferred after July 31, 
1955, in pursuance of an order of the court 
having jurisdiction of such corporation-

.. '(A) in a receivership proceeding, or 
"'(B) in a proceeding under section 77 of 

. the Bankruptcy Act, 

. to another railroad corporation (as defined 
in section 77 (m) of the Bankruptcy Act) 
organized or made use of to effectuate a plan 
of reorganization approved by the court in 
such proceeding, in exchange solely for stock 
or securities in such other railroad cor
poration. 

" • ( 2) Gain from exchanges not solely in 
kind: I! an exchange would be within the 
provisions of paragraph ( 1) 1! it were not 
for the fact that the property received in 
exchange consists not only of stock or 
securities permitted by paragraph ( 1) to be 
received without the recognition of gain, but 
also of other property or money, then-

" '(A) if the corporation receiving such 
other property or money distributes it in 
pursuance of the plan of reorganization, no 
gain to the corporation shall be recognized 
from the exchange, but 

".'(B) 1! the corporation receiving such 
other property or money does not distribute 
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lt ln pursuance of the plan of reorganiza
tion, the gain, 1! any, to the corporation 
shall be recognized, but in an amount not 
in excess of the sum of such money and 
the !air market value of such ()ther property 
so received, which is. not so distributed. 

" • ( 3) Loss from exchanges ·not solely in 
kind: If an exchange would be within the 
provisions of paragraph ( 1) if lt were not 
for the fact that the property received in 
exchange consists not only of property per
mitted by such paragraph to be received 
without the recognition of gain or loss, but 
also of other property or money, then no loss 
from the exchange shall be recognized. 

"'(b) Basis: If the property of a railroad 
corporation (as defined in section 77 '(m) of 
the Bankruptcy Act) was acquired after 
July 31, 1955, in pursuance of an order of the 
court having jurisdiction of such corpora
tion-

" • ( 1) in a receivership proceeding, or 

unless it distributes the "boot" pursu
ant to a plan of reorganization. 

The bill was unanimously reported by 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 
7247 adds a new section 374 to the 1954 
code to provide that no gain will be rec
ognized to a railroad corporation where 
its properties are transferred, pursuant 
to a court order in a receivership pro
ceeding or in a proceeding under the 
Bankruptcy Act, in a reorganization ap
proved by the court in exchange solely 
for stock or securities in another railroad 
corporation. H. R. 7247 was introduced 
by the distinguished gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CURTIS] and was reported 
unanimously by the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

"• (2) in a proceeding under section 77 of 
the Bankruptcy Act, MANUFACTURERS' EXCISE TAX 
and the acquiring corporation is a railroad Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

. corporation (as defined in section 77 (m) of unanimous consent to take from the 
the Bankruptcy Act) organized or made use S k t bl 
of to effectuate a plan of reorganization .ll-P- pea er's a e the bill (H. R. 7024) with 
proved by the court in such proc;eeding, the Senate amendments thereto and concur 
basis shall be the same as it would be !n in the Senate amendments. 
the hands of the railroad corporation whose The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
property was so acquired, increased in the The Clerk read the Senate amend-
amount of gain recognized under i;;ubsection ments, as follows: 
(a) (2) to the transferor on such transfer. Page 6, line 1, after "by", insert "the first 

.. '(c) Assumption of Uab111ties: In the section and section 2 of." 
case of a transaction involving an assump- Page 6, after line 17, insert: 
tion of a liability or the acquisition of prop- "SEc. 4. Subsection (e) of section 534 of 
erty subject to a liability, the rules provided the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (relat
in section 357 shall apply.' ing to burden of proof in certain proceed-

"SEc. 2. Section 357 of such Code is hereby ings relating to Imposition of accumulated 
amended- earnings tax) is hereby amended to read as 

"(1) by deleting 'or 371' wherever appear- follows: 
Ing In subsection (a) and (b) thereof, and "'(e) Application of section: 
inserting in lieu thereof '371, or 374', and ,. • (1) Notwithstanding any other provl-

"(2) by deleting from ~ubs.ection (c) (2) sion of law, this section shall apply with 
(B) '371' ancf inserting in lieu thereof '371 or respect to taxable years to which this sub-
374'. chapter applies and (except as provided in 

"SEC. 8. Section 373 is hereby amended- · paragraph (2)} to taxable years to which the 
"(1) by deleting from subsection (a) corresponding provisions of prior· revenue 

'transferred in pursuance' and inserting in · laws apply. 
lieu thereof 'transferred before August 1, "'(2) In the case of a notice of deficiency 
1955, in pursuance', and for a taxable year to which this subchapter 

"(2) by deleting 'December 31, 1938', and does not apply, this section shall apply only 
inserting in lieu thereof 'December 31, 1938, in the case of proceedings tried on the merits 
and before August 1, 1955,'.'' after the date of the enactment of this 

paragraph.' 
The committee amendment was "SEc. 5. Subsection (b) of section 534 of 

agreed to. such Code (relating to notification by sec-
The bill was ordered to be engrossed reta.ry) is hereby amended by adding at the 

and read a third time, was read the third end thereof the following new sentence: 'In 
d d d ti t the case of a notice of deficiency to which 

time, an passe 'an a mo on o recon- subsection (e) (2) applies and which ts 
sider was laid on the table. mailed on or before the 30th day after the 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, under date of the enactment of this sentence, the 
the 1954 code no loss is recognized where · notification referred to in the preceding sen
property of a railroad corporation is tence may be mailed at any time on or before 
transferred pursuant to a court order in such 30th day.' " 

d · Amend the title so as to read: "An act 
a receivership procee ing or in a pro- · to remove the manufacturers' excise tax from 
ceeding under section 77 o! the Bank- the sales of certai~ component parts for use 
ruptcy Act to another railroad corpora- in other manufactured articles, to confine 
tion organized to effectuate a plan of to entertainment-type equipment the tax on 
reorganization approved by a court. radio and television apparatus, and for other 
However, existing law makes no provi- purposes." 
sion with respect to any gain realized in 
such a transfer. 

H. R. 7247 amends the 1954 code to 
correct this situation by addmg a new 
section 374 which provides that gain will 
not be recognized with respect to prop
erty of a transferor corporation ex
changed solely for stock or securities of 
the transferee corporation pursuant to a 
court order issued in a receivership pro
ceeding or bankruptcy proceeding under 
section 77 of the Bankruptcy Act. How
ever, to the extent that the transfer of 
property involves ''boot" gain will be 
recognized to the transferor corporation 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were con

curred in; and a motion to reconsider 
· was laid on the table. 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the committee 
on Ways and Means may have until mid
night, July 31, 1955, to file reports on 
the following bills which were unani-

mously ordered reported: H. R. 2667, 
H. R. 3413, H. R. 6143, H. R. 6712, and 
H. R. 7634. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee? 

There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the CONGRESSiONAL RECORD and 
to include therein letters from ·the 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare relating to the provisions of the 
social-security laws dealing with share
croppers and migrant agricultural la
borers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee? 

There was no objection . 

FRANCES ffiENE SMART 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent for the immediate con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1513) for 
the relief of Frances Irene Smart. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill . 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary .of 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the 'fteasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to 'Frances Irene 
Smart, of Frederick, Okla., the sum of t25,000 
in full satisfaction of her claim against the 
United States for compensation for per
sonal injuries, and resulting pain, su11ering, 
permanent disability, hospital and doctor 
bills, an4 other expenses, caused to her by 
the negllgent and reckless operation of an 
automobile on or about the 31st day of Oc
tober 1951, at excessive speed by an insane 
Army v~teran prematurely and negligently 
released from a hospital of the Veterans• Ad
ministration by employees of the United 
States, and any claim of her husband in 
connection therewith: Provided, That no 
part of the amount appropriated in this act 
1n excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid 
or dellvered to or received by any agent or 
attorney on account of services rendered in 
connection with this claim, and the same 
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con
trary notwithstanding. Any person violat
ing the provisions of this act shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convic
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not 
exceeding $1,000. 

With the fallowing committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, line 6, strike out "$25,000" and in-
sert "$6,000." · 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

BERNARD L. DENN 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I e.sk unani

mous consent for the immediate consid
eration of the bill CH. R. 2465 > for the 
relief of Bernard L. Denn. ' 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? -

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, is this, a Senate bill? 

Mr. LANE. No. This is a House bill 
that has been cleared through th_e official 
objectors on the gentleman's side. · The 
report was not available this morning. 
Your objectors have now seen the report. 

Mr. MARTIN. It was on the calendar 
this morning? 

Mr. LANE. It was. 
The SP~AKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? · 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as f olldws: 

Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary o! 
the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Bernard L. Denn, 
or Portland, Oreg., the sum of $2,443.57. 
The payment of such sum shall b_e in full 
settlement of the claim of said Bernard L. 
Denn, an employee of Bonneville Power Ad
ministration, Department of . the Interior, 
against the United States for retroactive pay 
adj,ustment to reimburse him for loss .result
ing from administrative error: Provided, 
That no part of the amount appropriated in 
this act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall 
be paid or delivered . to or received by any 
agent or attorney on account of services 
rendered in connection with this claim, and 
the same shall be unlawful, any contract to 
the contrary notwithstanding. Any person 
viola ting the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon 
conviction thereOf shall be fined in any sum 
not exceeding $,1,000. 

The bill was ordered to be· engrossed 
and read a - third time,, was i:ead the 
third time, and passed, and . a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

PROVIDING 'THAT CERTAIN LANDS 
ACQUffiED BY THE UNITED 
STATES SHALL BE ADMINISTERED 
BY THE SECRETARY OF AGRICUL· 

, TORE AS NATIONAL FOREST 
LANDS 
Mr: ·FERNANDEZ. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent for the immedi· 
ate consideration of the bill (S. 72) to 
provide that certain lands acquired by 
the United States shall be aaministered 
by the Secretary of Agriculture as na· 
tional forest lands. I may say, Mr. 
Speaker, this bill was on the calendar 
this morning and was passed over at the 
request of the gentleman from Pennsyl .. 
vania [Mr. SAYLOR]. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has looked into the 
bill and is now agreeable to its immedi· 
ate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from New 
Mexico? 

·There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That those certain lands 
situated within the boundaries of the Lin
coln National Forest, New Mexico, which 
were conveyed to the United States by the 
State of New Mexico, by deeds dated Decem
ber 3, 1951, ·and recorded in. book 142 at pages 
54;7 to 556, inclusive, records of Otero County, 
N . .Mex., in exchange for lands of the United 
States pursuant to the act o! June 28, 1934 
( 48 Stat. 1269; 43 U. s. C. 315g), as .amended, 

are hereby mJ1,de parts of said Lincoln Na- rule out on it, a bill to amend the Flam· 
tional Forest and .hereafter shall be subject mable Fabrics Act~ 
to all laws, rules, and regulations applicable Mr. MARTIN. I will say to the gentle .. 
to that national forest. man he had better put that on the foot 

, The bill was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed, 
and a motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR 
MONDAY 

of his list if he does not want considera· 
ble time consumed, if he expects to ad .. 
journ on Monday. That · is just a little 
advice. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I appreCiate the 
observation of the gentleman, and I 
might say I have alerted my mind along 
the same line. There are bills ·on the 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask Speaker's desk that have passed the Sen· 
unanimous consent to address the House ate, and some of those bills, of course, 
for 1 minute. , will be brought up by unanimous con· 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to sent. There are conference reports and 
the request of the gentleman from other matters that might develop. 
:Massachusetts? - Mr. MARTIN. Is there any chance 

There was no objection. - that the President's atomic ·ship bill could 
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, may I be placed on that list? · 

inquire of the majority leader as to the Mr. McCORMACK. I do not see it on 
program for Monday? this list. ' 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, the · 
program for Monday, without being con.. Mr. MARTIN. I notice the gentleman 
fined completely to the following, is as did not read it, so I presume· it was not 
follows: , on the list. . 

There will be consideration of a House Mr. McCORMACK. But I did make a 
bill extending the Small Business Ad· reservation that I was not confining 
ministration brought up· under suspen.. myself to this list. 
sion of-the rules. There will be a rollcall Mr. MARTIN. If I might make a sug .. 
on that matter and Members ·should be gestion, we have to commence to confine 
governed accordingly. ourselves to the list pretty soon if we are 

Then there are the following: going to get out Monday. 
H. R. 7541, increasing the oorrowing Mr. McCORMACK. .I thoroughly 

power of the Commodity Credit Corpo. agree with the gentleman. Of course, 
ration. . this is not such a tremendous program 

s. 1894, the International Finance Cor.. as 1t ap:Pears to be when one is reading 
poration. it arid when the Hou.se wants to function. 

H. R. 7126, Poliomyelitis Vaccination Mr. MARTIN. It is a question _of 
Assistance Act of 1955. how they want to function. That word 

· S. 890~ strengthening the Water Ponu.. can be interpreted two ways. 
tion Act. Mr. McCORMACK. I always have 

s. 1189, national banks. real-estate confidence in the House functioning in 
and construction loans. ' That was on tbe right direction. , 
today's list, but we did not reach it. Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

H. R. -2552, Great Lakes connecting Speaker, will the gentleman ·yteld? 
channels. That was on today's list. Mr. MAR'.flN. I yield to the gentle· 

H. R. 6309, the Mississippi River-Gulf woman from Massachusetts. . 
outlet. That was on today's list also. Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 

H. R. 2097-S. 1287-increase in the would like to ask . the gent.leman if 'it · 
annuities of Foreign Service officers. could be arranged so that if there is a · 

There will be consideration in some vote it could be taken immediately after 
form or another-I am unable to state 10 o'clock. Senator GEORGE has · ar· 
or advise just now-of legislation relat.. ranged a meeting with the President on 
·ing to an increase in pay for employees the cotton and the cotton textile situa .. 
of the House and increasing clerk hire tion for 9:30. I wonder if it could be 
for Members. In what fo.rm it may come arranged so that any votes could be 
up I do not know. taken after 10 o'clock. The' President is 

There may be consideration of Iegis.. inclined to help us. I hope so, anyway. 
lation in connection with the present Mr. McCORMACK. I-think the gen· 
strike going on in Washington. The tlewoman is entitled to an answer. I 
Senate has been considering a bill today wish I could do that, and it may 'he :in 
and may have passed it by this time re· practical operation we can work it out. 
lating to that matter. I understand the But, I do not want to be. bound by it. 
House Committee on the District of Co· When I make a bargain, I will keep it, 
lumbia has reported out a bill. My per.. but on Monday I cannot make any deft .. 
sonal opinion is, and speaking for my.. nite commitment. 
self onIY. I think it would be a mistake Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 
if we were to adjourn without something gentleman's word has always been his 
being done from a legislative angle to bond so far as I ever knew. 
meet that situation. Then there is s. Mr. McCORMACK. I thank the gen-
2237, which was not reached today, a bill tlewoman.· 
relating to State Department. personnel. Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
If that does not come up under suspen.. gentleman yield? 
sion, there is a rule out and it will come Mr. McCORMACK. I yield to the 
up under a rule. The bill relates to an gentleman from Indiana. 
additional Under Secretary or some other Mr. HALLECK. If I might inquire of 
high official, and I understand it is a mat.. the majority leader, the Defense Pro· 
ter of concern to the State Department. duction Act extension is in conference, 
'J'.hen there is H. R. 5222, and there is a as is the housing bill. Both ot those, 
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of course, are working against the dead· 
line as of tomorrow midnight. Appar
ently the conference reports w~ll not be 
acted upon today. Could the gentle
man say whether or not if they are 
.before the House Monday morning they 
would be the first order of business ahead 
of other action? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I would say they 
would be, because naturally we have to 
give consideration to legislation which 
is expiring unless there is legislation 
which will extend it. 

The information I received from mem
bers of the Committee on Banking and 
Currency is that if we get those confer
ence reports through Monday, no exten
sion resolution would be necessary. Of 
course, if a situation develops where that 
does not happen, then we have already 
anticipated that in relation to expiring 
legislation. 

Mr. HALLECK. A further question, if 
the gentleman please. A bill having to 
do with impacted school areas has been 
listed for consideration. I did not notice 
it in the list the gentleman just read. 

Mr. McCORMACK. My recollection is 
that that bill was passed on the Unani
mous Consent Calendar. There were 4 
or 5 bills on this list, I might' advise the 
gentleman, that were passed on the Con
sent Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN. For the information of 
the men who work on the Consent Cal
endar, is there liable to be another call 
of the Consent Calendar on Monday? 

Mr. McCORMACK. No. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state 

that he thinks it would be a waste of 
time to pass House bills on Monday; that 
we shall only consider Senate bills and 
concur in Senate amendments. 

Mr. MARTIN. I agree with the 
Speaker. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 
Mr. MULTER. 'Mr. Speaker;· I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within which 
to extend their remarks in the body of 
the RECORD immedi'ately prior to the vote 
on H. R. 7470. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman -from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 2 legislative days within· which to 
extend their remarks in the RECORD on 
the bill H. R. 3255. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE 
Mr. SIEMINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that I be granted a 
leave of absence on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED. 
Mr. MINSHALL asked and was given 

permission to. address the House for 60 
minutes on Monday next, following the 

legislative program and any special 
orders heretofore entered. 

Mr. MERROW asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 10 
minutes on Monday next, following any 
special orders heretofore granted. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Members 
may be permitted to extend their re
marks in the RECORD immediately pre
ceding the vote on the bill H. R. 7619 
today. , 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Kan
sas? 

There was no objection. 

ANNUITABLE SERVICE UNDER THE 
CIVIL SERVICE RETIREMENT ACT 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute and to in
clude a bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection· to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts? . 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I have introduced a bill; H. R. 
2090, which provides that those working 
in the House of Representatives at the 
present time and who have rendered 
service for Members of Congress at a pre
vious time but paid salary of the Mem
bers, may apply for retirement and be 
included in the Retirement Act on mak- · 
ing the necessary back payments. This 
is a just bill, and I hope it will be passed. 
It is very hard to work side by side in an 
office with an employee who has the 
benefit of long-service contributions and 
retirement when one has had equally 
long service but cannot get full retire
ment benefits because the Member paid 
him or her in a time from his salary
it makes for great bitterness. Not many 
.would be involved. All kinds of retire
ment benefits have passed, including 
those employed by the States. Please, 
oh please, pass this and right a great in· 
justice. Millions and millions of dollars 
have been spent in civil-service benefits 
this year. I can:p.ot understand the fall
ure of this bill. 

THE LATE HONORABLE RICHARD B. 
VAIL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Illinois £Mr. 
O'HARA]. 

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
It ·is my sad duty to announce the pass
ing in the city of Chicago on July 29 
of the Honorable Richard B. Vail, who 
represented the 2d District of Illi· 
nois in the 80th and 82d Congresses. Fu
neral services will be held on Monday. 
Mr. Vail was bOrn on August 31, 1895, 
on the South Side of Chicago, which later 
he represented in the Congress of the 
United States and in which his father 
and grandfather had been pioneer resi
dents. 

·When World War I broke out he was 
a student iri John Marshall Law School. 

He laid aside his books to . enlist in the 
service of his country and became a lieu
tenant of infantry. In World War II, 
he was chairman of the selective service 
appeals board and a member of the War 
Labor Board. He generously endowed a 
service center on the South Side which 
will be remembered in warm apprecia
tion by many servicemen of that period. 

He was an active member of the Amer
ican Legion giving to his own post not 
only the contribution of his devotion 
but also most generous financial aid en
abling it to own one of the finest Legion 
homes in Chicago, 

At the time of his death, Mr. Vail was 
board chairman of the Vail Manufac
turing Co., the makers of wire speciali
ties. His brother, Walter Vail, Jr., is 
the company president. To him and to 
the two sisters surviving, I extend my 
deepest sympathy in: their great loss. 

The Honorable Richard B. Vail will 
long be remembered as a man of deep 
convictions and courage in championing 
tpat in which he believed. He was held 
in warm affection by a host of friends 
with many of whom he had grown up 
from boyhood. 

Mrs . . ROG~RS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I am deeply grieved to learn 
of the death of Congressman Vail. He 
was on the Committee on Veterans' Af
fairs ·when I was chairman of the ·com
mittee in t:tie 81st Congress. He was 
an extremely fine, courageous, and ex
tremely able gentleman and · Member of 
Congress. The Congress passed a great 
deal of veterans' legislation in that ses
sion and he was always active in its 
passage. He will also be remembered 
for his great contribution in fighting 
Un-American activities. . My deepest 
sympathy goes to his family and friends 
and to the State of Illinois. we· can ill 
affor~ to lose men of his caliber. 

Mr. REED of Illinois; Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? . 

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. I yield. 
Mr. REED of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 

It is with deep regret and great sorrow 
that I learned of the sudden death of 
Richard B. Vail at the Presbyterian 
Hospital in Chicago on Friday, July 29. 

We all remember his great services 
and untiring efforts in combating com
munism during his tenure as a Member 
of Congress when he served on the Com
mittee on Un-American Activities. His 
utter fearlessness in taking a definite 
position in all controversial. issues en
deared him to all who had the privilege 
of serving with him. 

Not only was he a faithful representa
tive of his constituency but was active 
in many civic and charitable organiza
tions benefiting mankind in his com
munity. He will be soreiy missed by the 
people of Illinois and the Members of 
this body. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. I yield. 
Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, when I 

learned of the passing of Dick Vail it 
made me very, very sad. I shall al
ways remember him as one of the finest, 
friendliest and nicest Members of the 
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House that I have known in my time in 
the House of Representatives. With all 
of that, Mr. Speaker, he was an able and 
effective Member of this body. His serv
ice will always be remembered by us. It 
is a service that has been useful to the 
State and to the country. I am, indeed, 
sorry to learn of his passing and to his 
loved ones, I extend my deepest sym-
pathy. · · 

Mrs. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. I yield. 
Mrs. CHURCH. Mr. Speaker, I was 

shocked and saddened this morning on 
learning of the passing of Dick Vail. I 
know of no Member of the House who 
was so generous in his friendship and so 
unfailing in the good cheer that he gave 
every day. I am thinking tonight of the 
sisters in particular to whom he was 
more than the usual good brother. I wish 
to extend to them and to his brother my 
deepest sympathy; I would like to think 
of Dick Vail as he came through the door 
with a smile on his face and with his 
shoulders set back, ready to battle for 
the things in which be believed. I know 
of no man in the House who more thor
oughly showed at all times the courage 
of his ·convictions. I know what his loss 
will mean to his many friends in his dis
trict. I, as well as the many Members of 
the House who were privileged to call 
him friend, will miss him. 

Mr. McVEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. I yield. 
Mr. McVEY. Mr. Spe_aker, I wish to 

join with · my colleagues in lamenting 
the passifig of my good friend, Richard 
Vail. It was my privilege while he .was 
a Member of the House to become very 
well acquainted with Mr. Vail. 
· I can say without reservation that I 

nave never found anyone more thor
oughly devoted to those principles that 
have made this ·country great than was 
Mr. Vail. In his passing we have lost 
a wonderful American. 

I wish to extend my deepest sympathy 
to the remaining-members of his family, 

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem
bers may have 5 days in which to extend 
their remarks on the life and public 
service of Mr. Vail. 
· The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
IllinoisP 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I 

was shocked beyond measure when I 
heard of the passing of my good friend 
Richard B. Vail. He was possessed of 
great character and integrity. During 
the years he was in Congress he served 
his country, his State, and his district 
with distinction. 

I know every Member of Congress who 
was privileged to serve with Dick V~il, 
will remember his many courtesies and 
acts of kindness. 

I join with all his many friends in 
expressing my heartfelt sympathy to the 
members of his family. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, it was with a deep sense of per ... 
sonal .loss that I learned of the untimely 
death of Dick Vail, whose friendship I 

valued highly. He was a man whose 
many fine personal qualities endeared 
him to all who knew him, a 'charming 
person with whom it was a pleasure to 
be associated. 

But he was a great deal more than 
that, and it is these additional qualities 
which make his death a public as well as 
a private loss. Richard B. Vail was de
voted to the principles of republicanism, 
of democracy, to those qualities which 
have made America great. He was an 
ardent anti-Communist and performed 
a significant service to his country 
through his participation in the work of 
the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities. in the 80th Congress. He saw 
clearly the danger to the strength of this 
country which lay in the growing power 
of the Federal Government, and he op
posed vigorously, both as a Member of 
the 80th and 82d Congresses and as a 
private individual, the impending threat 
of the trend toward socialism. 

Dick Vail was a Christian gentleman, 
whose deep and real kindness was evi
denced by frequent and generous con
tributions made quietly and privately to 
many needy individuals and organiza
tions. He was a man who never know
ingly injured another, and who was 
scrupulously fair to all. 

His death is a great loss to the people 
he served, to his friends, and to his fam
ily. I should like 'to extend to his sisters, 
Emily and La La, and his brother, Wal
ter, my deepest sympathy. 

Mr. VELDE. Mr. Speaker, I know 
many Members of this House are sorely 
grieved as I am to have learned this past 
weekend of the passing of our former 
colleague, Richard B. Vail, of Chicago. 

There was no more militant foe of 
communism in the Congress than Dick 
Vail. He was known 'tor his steadfast
ness and firmness of conviction. Dick 
always spoke out as his conscience dic
tated regardless of .Political considera
tions and everyone respected him · for it. 

Those of us who knew Dick so well 
will miss the warmth of his friendship, 
the wisdom of his counsel, and the de
termination of purpose with which he 
met every problem. 

Our deepest sympathy goes out to 
Dick Vail's family and close associates 
in their hour of bereaveme_nt. 

NORTH AMERICAN AffiLINES 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, i ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentletman from 
New York? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, ori July f 

the Civil Aeronautics Board issued an 
order revoking the operating authority 
of North American Airlines, the com· 
pany which originally introduced air 
coach to American aviation, a company 
with a perfect' safety record .. This action 
comes as the culmination of a many .. 
year effort to banish this airline. ,. The 
carrier was charged with flying too fre
quently and regularly, allegedly in viola· 
tion of its temporary operating au-
thority. · 

In the words of one of the carriers' 
executives, James Fischgrund: 

We are evidently guilty of flying too many 
people too often, too cheaply, and doing this 
profitably without any subsidy from tbe Gov
ernment. 

In the light of all the facts, I should 
like to issue this warning: that the elim
ination or the crippling of North Amer
ican will result in a general increase in 
the cost of airline transportation. Fares 
will go up once the air-coach pioneer is 
put out of business. 

There has been a tremendous impa .. 
tience in certain quarters to get North 
American on the ground arid let fares 
go sky high. This is why cease-and-de
sist orders curtailing North American 
are cause for celebration among the 
high-fare, subsidy-minded carriers, while 
a genuine cause of worry to the traveling 
public. . 

For years the major airlines have re
sisted any investigation of passenger 
rates. In the entire history of the CAB 
there has never been a fare investigation. 
Some years ago the Board voted to hold 
&uch an investigation, and then, under 
pressure from the industry, the Board 
reversed itself and called off the rate in
vestigation. Thus, there still has been. 
no study or analysis of passenger fares, 
from which the industry derives 90 per
cent of its revenue. 

North American has been the pace 
setter in low fares. It provides the yard· 
stick, because its rate of 3.2 cents per 
mile is based on . realistic costs. There 
is no mail pay, and if the company goes 
into the red it cannot fall back on sub
sidy. Therefore its rates have become 
a practical criterion and we find major 
airlines fares closely parallel those of 
North American on those segments where 
North American also offers service. On 
segments where there is no independent 
competition, the rates are substantially 
higher. · 
.. In 1953 a majority of the Board per
mitted all carriers to arbitrarily up their 
fares by $1 per ticket. Two members 
of the CAB, Josh Lee and Joseph Adams, 
dissented on the grounds that there was 
no supporting evidence of any need. 
This capricious increase costs the public 
$30 million annually. 

We now have considerable talk in the 
industry of a further fare increase, de
spite the fact that the financial picture 
for most of the major airlines has been 
exceptionally good in recent years. The 
claim is that costs have been rising, 
therefore fares should go up. This, de· 
spite the fact that the industry is the
! astest growing in the country and is 
evolving away from the exclusive, lux
ury concept into a mass consumer in· 
dustry. 

The only thing that stands in the way 
of an arbitrary fare increase is North 
American. Although this company is 
relatively small, it has pursued a policy 
of national advertising which has edu- · 
cated the public to the idea ot $99 fares 
for transcontinental travel and similar 
low rates on shorter runs. As long as 
there is one company which insists on 
~ow fares, and high utilization of equip .. 
ment, the rest of the industry must fol· 
low. Large volume at a small profit is 
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the keystone of American abundance
this was North American's contribution 
to aviation. 

For this reason, Mr. Speaker, I fear 
any steps to hobble or curtail. North 
American will have industrywide reper .. 
cussions which will ultimately cost the 
traveling public -millions of dollars in 
additional fares. 

This will be the major effect of the 
CAB's move to kill this company. I 
should like to know any beneficial restilts 
that come from banishing the one inde· 
pendent company which survives in pas· 
senge1·· air transportation, and which 
bases its business success not on charg .. 
ing what ,the traffic will bear but rather 
on the basis of attracting the greatest 
number of customers. 

I know all of the negative consequences 
of grounding this company: the effect on 
fares, the · elimination of the one com· 
pany that might possibly win a certifi· 
cate for permanently supplying. air 
coach, the tightening of monopoly con· 
trol on aviation. But I fail to see any 
specific good, or gain to · the traveling 
public, to the taxpayer, or to the na· 
tional defense by killing off an enter· 
prise that has shown great creative in· 
genuity, that has stood on its own feet 
·financially, that .has a perfect safety 
record, and that has tried and is trying 
to be certificated to provide the kind of 
air transportation which the great mass 
of the American people seek and require. 
In the eyes of the CAB., self-reliance ap .. 
pears to be a crime punishable by death. 

Obviously, the only ones who want to 
see a company like this eliminated are 
those special interests which regard sub· 
sidy as sacred, and. who' believe that the 
air belongs exclusively to the grand
father carriers and think of any new· 
comer as a trespasser. . 

Mr. Speaker, this is most serious. I 
am impelled to say these things so that 
we will be alert to developments now in 
the making. Too often administrative 
agencies have waited for Congress· to' re· 
cess to perform some objectionable and 
irrevocable act. 

I should like to urge that the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce move swiftly and directly and ex
amine the entire policy of the Board as' 
regards . fares, competition, right of 
entry, subsidy, · and development of air 
coach. Above all, Congress should be· 
advised as to whether the Civil Aero .. 
nautics Act is being administered fully 
and intelligently by the CAB. We know 
that the Board has been extremely con .. 
scientious about enforcing its so-called 
"economic regulations," those special 
rules which it has used to revoke the 
small veteran enterprises and which are 
now being used-to strangle North Amer· 
!can. Has the Board been acting merely 
as the protective arm for the chosen few 
grandfather carriers, or has it been con-· 
cerned with the deveIOpment of a dy .. 
namic public service industry? I urge 
that the distinguished Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce Committee be espe
cially vigilant. 

After all, the day' when air travel was 
merely a frill for the wealthy and for 
those who traveled on .lush expense ac
counts ·is over. Today it is a major 
means of interurban travel for all cit· 

1zens. The hothouse days are over
today one-third · of all air travel is by 
air coach, thanks to North American. 
Any attempts by the CAB to hold back 
dynamic new enterprise must be pre· 
vented. The country needs all of the 
safe, sound, and econom~cal air service 
it can get. We are entitled to know what 
the real effect of the CAB's policies are 
in this respect. 

COMMITTEES OF CONFERENCE 
Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the committees 
of conference on the bills H. R. 100 and 
H. R. 6373 may have until midnight to· 
night to file conference reports. 

The SPEAKER. · Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman . from Ten
nessee? 

There was no objection. 

MINING, DEVELOPMENT, AND UTILI
ZATION OF MINERAL RESOURCES· 
OF PUBLIC LANDS WITHDRAWN 
OR RESERVED FOR POWER DE
VELOPMENT 
Mr. ENGLE submitted a conference re .. 

port and statement on the bill <H. R. 
100) to permit the mining, development, 
and utilization of the mineral resources 
and for other purposes. 

ENCOURAGING THE DISCOVERY, 
DEVELOPMENT, AND PRODUC
TION OF CERTAIN DOMESTIC 
MINERALS 
Mr. ENGLE submitted a conference re· 

port and statement on the bill <H. R. 
6373) to amend the Mineral Program Ex
tension Act and for other purposes. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission to · 

revise and extend remarks in the . CoN· 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, or to revise and ex· 
tend remarks, was granted to: 

Mr. PATMAN to revise and extend the 
remarks he made in the Committee of 
the Whole this afternoon and include 
extraneous matter. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. 
Mr. DODD. 
Mr. MATTHEWS. 
Mr. SMITH of Mississippi in two fn .. 

stances. 
Mr. KILDAY and to · include extr.aneous 

matter. 
Mr. RIVERS Cat the request of Mr. 

BOYKIN). 
Mr. STAGGERS Cat the request of Mr; 

SIKES). 
Mr. FLOOD ·and to include extraneous 

matter. · 
Mr. CARNAHAN and to include ex-

traneous matter. · 
Mr. JONES of Missouri. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. 
Mr. JUDD and to include extraneous 

matter. 
Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. 
Mr. BYRD. 
Mr. DAVIDSON. 
Mr. TEAGUE of Texas. 
Mr. CELLER. 

Mr. HARRISON of Nebraska Cat the re· 
quest of Mr. SCHWENGEL). 

Mr. ScHWENGEL iri three instances, and 
in one to include the remarks of the 
president of the University of Iowa, not..: 
withstanding the fact that they will ex
ceed two pages. of the RECORD and are 
estimated by the Public Printer to cost 
$267. . 

Mr. BRAY and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. FORD. 
Mr. YouNG in two instances ·and to in

clude extraneous matter. 
Mr. MAILLIARD. 
Mr. UTT and to include extraneous 

matter. 
Mr. McCULLOCH. 
Mr. HAND. 
Mr. ADAIR in two instances and to in· 

elude extraneous matter. 
Mr. REES of Kansas and to include ex· 

traneous matter. · 
Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin in two in

stances, in one to insert a voting record 
and in the other extraneous matter. 

Mrs. RoGERs of Massaehusetts and to · 
include a release from the Veterans' Ad
ministration. 

Mr. RABAUT. 
Mr. FISHER (at the request of Mr. 

PRIEST) and include extraneous matter. 
Mr. McDOWELL <at the request of Mr. 

PRIEST). 
Mr. MAcx of Washington in two in· 

stances. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. 
Mr. LIPSCOMB. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE 
By · unanimous consent~ leave of ab- . 

sence was granted to: · 
Mr. KRUEGER <at .the request of Mr. 

LOVRJ!:) from July 28 to August 1, on ac .. 
count of 1llness. 

Mr. CRETELLA, for August 1, on account 
of death in family. · 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The SPEAKER announced his signa

ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles: 

S. 34. An act to .authorize ·the leasing of 
restricted . Indian lands for public, religious, · 
educational, recreational, residential, busi· 
ness, and other purposes requiring the grant 
of long-term leases; 

S. 665. An act to revive section 3 o! the 
District of Columbia Public School Food 
Services Act; 

S. 1138. An act to continue the efl'e.ctive
ness of the act of July 17, 1953 (67 Stat. 
177), as amended, providing certain con· 
struction and other authority; and 

S. 2171. An act to amend the Subversive 
Activities Control Act so as to ·provide that 
upon the expiration of his term a member· 
o! the Board shall continue to serve until 
J;lis successor shall have been appointed and 
shall have qualified. 

BII,LS PRESENTED TO THE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr. · BURLESON, from the Commit• 
tee on House Administration, reported 
that that committee did .on this day 
present to the President, for his ap-
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proval, bills of the House of the follow
ing titles: 

H. R. 291. An act to extend the retirement 
income tax credit to members of the Armed 
Forces; 

H. R. 542. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code; 

H. R. 727. An act to authorize the convey· 
ance of certain land to the Pecwan Union 
School District for use as the site of a. 
school; 

H. R. 898. An a.ct to provide for the ap· 
proval of deeds executed, by the heirs .of 

·Anna Hollywood Fickz; 
H. R. 910. An act to authorize and direct 

the s:ale of certain land in Alaska to John 
'Ekonomos, of the Fairbanks Precinct, Alaska; 

H. R. 939. An act for the relief of Laura 
Safir; · 

H. R. 999. An act for the relief of Nurith 
Spier; 

H. R. 1159. An act for the relief of Anna. 
Histed .(nee Wiesneth) ; 

H. R. 1160. An act for the relief of Vittorio 
Capano; 

H. R. 1408. An act for the relief of Caterina 
Ruello; 

H. R.1976. An 'act for the relief of Luigl 
Tomasella; 

H. R. 2788. ·An act for the relief of Miguel 
Sandoval.-Michel (also known as Arturo 
Rodriguez-Gomez)·; · 

H. R. 2851. An act to make cornmeal and 
wheat flour available to needy persons; 

H. R. 3437. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 to provide for a. 
maximum manufacturers~ excise tax on the 
leases of certain automobile utility trailers: 

H. R. 3587. An act granting the consent of 
the Congress to the negotiation of a com· 
pact relating to ·the waters of the Klamath 

•River by the States of Oregon and Callfor· 
nia; 

H. R. 3626. An act for the rellef of Ilse 
Werner; 

H. R. 3712. All act to extend the period 
during whic_h · claims for flqor stocks refunds 
may be flied with respect to certain manu· 
tacturers' excise taxes which were reduced 
by the EXcise Tax Reduction Act of 1954; 

H. R. 3822. An act to amend title V of the 
Agricultural Act of 1949, as amended; 

H. R. 3856. An act for the relief of Leo· 
poldine Simonetti; 

H. R. 3956. An act for the relief of EliZa· 
beth Rotics Whitney; 

H. R. 3990. An act to authorize the Secre· 
tary of the Interior to investigate· and re
port to the Congress . on proJ.ects for the 
conservation, development, and utilization 
of the water resources of Alaska; 

H. R. 4718. An act to authorize and direct 
the issuance of patent to Robert W. Rether· 
tqrd, of Anchorage, Alaska, to certain land in 
Alaska; 

H. R. 4970. An act for the rellef of Edel· 
traudt Margot Gallagher, nee Hackelberg; 

H. R. 5080. An act for relief oi Florence E. 
McConnell; 

•·· H. R. 5767. An act for the relief of Sally 
s. siluima.n or Zell Sholman; . 

H. R. 5936. An act to provide wage credits 
under title· II of the Social Security Act for 
military service before April 1956, and to 
permit application tor lump-sum benefits 
under such title to be made within 2 years 
after interment or reinterment in the case 
of servicemen dying overseas before Aprll 
1956; . 

H. R. 6002. An act for the relief of Helene 
Rapp; 

H. R. 6036. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Florentine Kintzel; 

H. R. 6886. An act to amend the act of 
October 19, 1949, entitled "An act to assist 
States in collecting sales and use taxes on 
cigarettes"; . 

H. R. 6896. An act for the rellef of Luisa 
Guidi Miller; . 

H. R. 7148. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Codes so as to provide a personal 

exemption with respect to certain depend· 
ents in the Republic of the Ph111ppines; 

H. R. 7224. An act making appropriations 
for mutual security for the fiscal year end· 
ing June 30, 1956, and tor other purposes; 
and 

H. R. 7301. An act to amend the Rubber 
Producing Fac111ties Disposal Act of 1953, as 
heretofore amended, so as to permit the dis· 
posal thereunder of Plancor No. 980 at Insti· 
tute, W. Va. --------

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House do now ·adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly 

Cat 7 o'clock and 38 minutes p. m.) the 
House, pursuant to its previous order, 
adjourned until Monday, August l, 1955, 
at 10 o'clock a. m. · · 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred a.s fol· 
lows: ' 

1055. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Bureau of the Budget, Executive Oftlce of 
the President, transmitting a report that the 
appropriation to the Veterans' Administra· 
tion for "General operating expenses," for 
the fiscal year 1956, has been apportioned on 
a basis which indicMes a necessity for a. 
supplemental estimate of appropriation, 
pursuant to paragraph 2 of : subsection ( e) 
·or section 3679 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended; to the Committee on Appropria· 
tions. · 

1056. A letter from the Commissioner, 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, 
United States Department of Justice, trans• 
mitting relative to the case of Mei Chio Chen, 
A-6967742, involving the provisions of sec· 
tion 4 of the Displaced Persons Act of 1948, 
as· amended, and requestillg that the case be 
withdrawn from those before the Congress 
and returned to the jurisdiction of this Serv· 
ice; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1057. A letter from the Commissioner, 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, 
United States Department of Justice, trans
mitting copies of orders granting the appli· 
cations for permanent residence filed by the 
subjects, pursuant to section 4 of the Dis· 
placed Persons Act of 1948, as amended; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule .XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee: Com~ittee on 
Post omce and Civil Service supplemental 
report. H. R. 7125. A blll to extend to June 
30, 1956, the free ma111ng privileges granted 
by the act of July 12, 1950, to the members 
of the Armed Forces of the United States; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1131, pt. 2). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. BONNER: Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. House Joint Resolu· 
tion 380. Joint resolution to authorize the 
Secretary of Commerce to sell the steamship 
Monterey,' with amendment (Rept. No. 1600). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. · 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia: Committee on 
Rules. House Resolution 331. Resolution 
to authorize the Committee on Ways and 
Means to conduct studies and investigations 

relating to matters within its jurisdiction: 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1601). Re· 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. COOLEY: Committee on Agriculture. 
H. R. 4054. .A bill to encourage the improve· 
ment and development of marketing fa
c111tles for handling perishable agricultural 
commodities: without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1602). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. McMILLAN: Committee on the District 
of Columbia. H. R. 7718. A bill to authorize 
the Capital Transit Co., under certain condi· 
tions, to surrender its franchise, and for 
other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 
1603). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. PRICE: Joint Committee on Atomic 
Energy. H. R, 7038. A bill to authorize ap. 
propriations for the Atomic Energy Co~mis· 
sion and Maritime Administration for the 
-design, construction, and installation of a. 
nuclear propelled merchant ship; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 1604). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Pennsylyania: Committee 
on Ways and Means, H. R. 2667. A b111 to 
amend section 208 ( b) of the Technical 
Changes Act of 1953 (Public Law 287, 83d 
Cong.); without amendment . (Rept. No. 
1605). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri: Committee on 
Ways and Means. H. R. 3413. A bill to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 
to provide that the tax on amounts paid for 
communication services or fac111ties shall 
not apply to amoun~ paid for the installa· 
tlon of equipqient; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 1606). Referred to the Committee of 
'the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. SADLAK: Committee on Ways and 
Means. H. R. 6143. A bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1939 to provide 
that for taxable years . beginning after May 
31, 1950, certain amounts received in con•. 
sideration 'of the . transfer of patent rights 
shall be considered capital gain regardless of 
the basis upon which such amounts are 
paid; without amendment (Rept. No. 1607). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. BOGGS: Committee on Ways and 
Means. H. R. 6712. A b111 to amend section 
1237 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1608). Re· 
!erred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. KEAN: Committee on Ways and 
Means. H. R. 7634. A b111 to provide that 
amounts whlch do not exceed 61 cents shall 
be exempt from the tax imposed upon 
amounts paid. for the transportation of per· 
sons; without amendment (Rept. No. ~609). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. ENGLE: Committee of conference. 
H. R. 100. A bill tQ permit the mining, de· 
velopment, and utmzation of the mineral 
resources of all public lands withdrawn or 
reserved for power development, and for 
other purposes (Rept. No. 1610). Ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. ENGLE: Committee of conference. 
H. R. 6373. A bill to amend the Domestio 
Minerals Program Extension Act of 1953 in 
order to extend the programs to encourage 
the discovery, developm~nt, and production 
of certain domestic minerals (Rept. No. 
HJll). Ordered to be printed. · 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 4 .of rule XXII, publlo 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Missouri: · 
H. R. 7746. A b111 to provide tax relief to a 

charitable foundation and the · contributors 
thereto; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 
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By Mr. KARSTEN: 
H. R. 7747. A b111 to provide tax relief to a 

charitable foundation and the contributors 
thereto; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ALGER: 
H. R. 7748. A bill to repeal the Federal 

gasoline tax; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BARTLE'IT: 
H. R. 7749. A b111 to encourage the discov

ery, development, and production of tin 
in the United States, its Territories, and 
possessions; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. BENTLEY: 
H. R. 7750. A blll to amend the Tariff Act 

of 1930 so as to apply: the same duty to 
wheat unfit for human consumption as ap
plies to all other wheat; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. . 

H. R. 7751. A bill to reduce individual in
come taxes and certain excise taxes, and to 
provide that the 52 percent rate of income 
tax on corporations shall drop to 50 percen_t 
on Aprfi 1, 1956; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BROYHILL,~ 
H. R. 7752. A bill to provide that all service 

of postal employees in the Armed Forces of 
the United States shall be credited for lon
gevity purposes; to the ,Committee. on Post 
bmce and Civil Service. 

By Mr. DONOHUE: 
H. R. 7753". A btll to provide that no fee 

shall be charged by any_ branch . of the De
fense Department for furnishing copies of 
omcial documents related to a veteran's or a 
se.rviceman's m111tary record; to the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mrs. FARRINGTON: 
H. R. 7754. A b111 to authorize. an appro

priation for the establlshmep.t of a geopbysf
cal institute at the University of Haws.ii; to 
the Committee on Interior and Insular Af
fairs. 

H. R. 7755. A btll to enable the Legisla..· 
ture of the Territory of Hawaii to authorize 
the city and county of Honolulu, a munici
pal corporation, to issue general obligation 
bonds; to the Committee on Interior and In
sular Affairs. 

H. R. 7756. A b111 to enable the Legislature 
of the Territory of Hawaii to authorize the 
city and county of Honolulu, a municipal 
corporation, to issue public impro.vement 
bonds; to the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Aft'.a.irs. 

H. R. 7757. A b111 to enable the Legislature 
of the Territory of Hawaii to authorize the 
Board of Supervisors of the City and County 
of Honolulu to issue certain bonds for the 
completion of the construction of the Kalihl 
tunnel and its approach roads and for the 
construction of a second bore; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. FERNANDEZ: 
H. R~ 'Z'l58'. A bill to amend section 4 of the 

act of May 31~ 1933 (48 Stat. 108); to the 
Committee on Interior and Insular ,Aff~ij.'.s. 

By Mrs. GRIFFITH&: 
H. R. 7759. A blll to prohibit. discrimina .. 

tion on account o! sex ln the payment of 
wages by employers engaged in commerce or 
1n operation of industries aJiecting com
merce, and to provide procedures for assiating 
employees in collecting wages lost by reason 
of any &uch discrimination; to the Commit
tee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. GUBSER: 
H. R. 7760. 4 blll to provide for the es tab· 

llshment of rates of compensation for posi• 
tlons in the Federal Government in appro
priate relationship to local prevalllng rates 
tor simllar pOBitlona, and for other purposes: 
to the Committee on Post omce and Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. JOHNSON o! California: 
H. ;R. '1781. A. blll providing !or the convey

ance 'o! a portion of the Sharpe General 
Depot, Callf., to the Stockton .Port District; 
~ the Committee on Armed Service1. · 

By Mrs. KNUTSON: 
H. R. 7762. A b111 to amend the National 

·School Lunch Act so as to authorize assist
ance to the States in furnishing two half 
pints of m.ilk a day to school. children: to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. LANE (by request) : 
H. R. 7763. A bill to amend the Japanese

American Evacuation Claims Act of 1948, as 
amended, to expedite the final determination 
of the claims, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee 0n the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O'HARA Of Minnesota: 
H. R. 7764. A blll to amend the Federal 

Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act fei:: the pro
tection of the public health, by prohibiting 
new food additives which have not been ade
quately pretested to establish their safe use 
under the conditions of their intended use; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. QUIGLEY: 
H. R. 7765. A bill to amend the Federal 

Deposit Insurance Act to increase the amount 
of a deposit which may be insured under that 
act; to the Committee on Banking and Cur
rency. 

H. R. 7766'. A blll to permit the interment 
of the last survivor of the Union Army a.nd 
the last survivor of the Confederate Army 
within the Gettysburg National Military 
Park, and to provide for the erection of a 
suitable memorial therein; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey: 
H. R. 7767. A blll to permit payments un

der Public Laws 815 and 874, 81st Congress, 
with respect to certain children of mem
bers of the Armed Forces stationed overseas: 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H. R. 7768. A bill to revise~ codify, and 

-enact into law title 3.9 o! the United States 
Code entitled "The Postal Service"; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. FARRINGTON: 
H. R. 7769. A bill to extend the benefits 

of the- Watershed and Flood Prevention Act 
to Alaska, HawaU, and Puerto Rico; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JENKINS: 
H. R. '2770. A bill to amend the p:rovlsions 

of the- Federal old-age and survivol"B insur
ance program relating to the investment of 
the assets of the trust fund, to consolidate 
the reporting Of wages by employers for in
.come tax withholding and old-age and sur
vivors insurance purposes, and !or other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and. 
Means. 
, By Mr. SCHWENGEL: 
· H. R. 7771. A blll to amend sections 4081 
and 4082 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954 to include wholesale: distributors within 
the definition of "producers" of gasoline, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Ways and Mea.n.sr 

By Mr. SMITH of Virginia.. (by re
quest): 

H. R. 7772. A bill to authorize the appro
priation of funds for the construction of 
certain highway-railroad grade separations 
ln the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the. District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HIESTAND: , 
H. R. 7773. A bill to provide for the con

ferring of cash awards for distinguished 
achievements in various fields, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Eauca.tion 
and Labor. 

By Mr. OSTERTAG: 
H. R. 7774. A. b111 to amend title II of the 

·social Security Act to provide benefits there
under !or all individuals over 65; to termi
nate old-age assistance under title I, and to 
provide aid to dependent children in foster 
care; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. FARRINGTON: 
H.J. Res. 427. Joint. r.esolution authorizing 

and directing, the Secretary of the Army to 
enter into an agreement with the Governor 

of Ha.wall whereby a certain portion of Kapa
lama Milltary Reservation, Oahu, T. H., not 
needed for the mllitary reservation, will be 
placed in the possession, use, and control of 
the Government of the Territory of Hawaii 
and given the status of land ceded to the 
United States by the Republic of Hawalt, in 
return for which. an equal area of land 
needed for the mllltary reservation and pres
ently having the status of. land ceded by the 
Republic of Hawall will be given the status 
of land acquired by eminent domain pro
ceedings; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. , 

H. J. Res. 428. Joint resolution to direct the 
Secretary of the Army to restore white crosses 
or other religious markers which until re
cently were above the graves of the honored 
war dead at the National Memorial Ceme
tery in Ha.wall; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

By. Mr. POWELL: 
H.J. Res-. 429. Joint resolution designating 

the period beginning September 9, 1955, and 
ending September I6, 1955, as Salute to Italy 
Week; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS: . 
H.J. Res. 430. Joint resolution for the in

corporation of the Ladies of the G.rand Army 
of the Republic; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COOPER: 
H. Res. 331. Resolution to authorize the 

Committee on Ways and Means to conduct 
studies and investigations relating to mat
ters within its jurisdictfon: to the Commit
tee on Rules. 

H. Res. 332. Resolution providing !unds for 
the expenses of studies and investigations 
authorized by House ~esolution; a31; to the 
·committee on House Admln.istration. 

,PRIVATR BILLS AND RES9LUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII. private 
bills and resolutions were fntroduced and 
severally referred as fallows;, 

By. Mr. BAUMHART: 
H. R. 7.775. A bill for the relief of. Haralam

bos Pavlides (Harry Pavlos}; .to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

Ey Mr. HOLIFIELD: 
H. R. 7776. A blll for the relief of Shinlcht 

Hiraga~ to the Committee on the Judlctary. 
By Mr. HOSMER: 

. H. R. 7777. A. bill for the relief of Panag_to
tis Kalatjls; to the Committee on the Judici· 
ary. . 

By Mr. JUDD:. 
H. R. 7778: A blll for the relief of Yvonne 

Rohran (Tung) Feng; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
. By Mr. LIPSCOMB: 
· H. R. 7779. A bllI for the relfef of Tai Win 
Wong; to the Committee on the J'udiciazy. 
. By Mr. MARTIN: 

H. R. 7780. A b111 for the reUef of Chang 
Hong; to -the Committee on tlre. Judiciary. 

By Mr. PHILBIN (by request): 
H. R . ..,781. A biU for the relief of &>crates 

Nikopoulos; to the Committee on the JUdi
ciary. 

H. R. 7782. A blll for the relief of Cho 
Hung Choy; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

B~ Mr. SMITH of Virginia.. (by re-
quest): · 

H. R~ 7783. A blll to authorize the Phila
delphia, Baltimore & Washington Railroad 
Co. to construct~ maintain, and operate a 
branch track or siding over Second Street 
SE. in the District ot Colum'bia; to the Com
mittee on the District Of Columbia. 

By; Mr. WILSON of Indiana: 
H. R. 7784. A bill for the relief of Deme

trios Tsallkis; to the Committee- on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG~ 
H. R. 7785. A blll for the relief of Fried

erike . stra.chwltz; to th& Committee on ln
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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